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" He octafion and deſign of it. 

. Reflexion, where ut  ſh:wed by the acknvws» 
ledgment of Monſieur Arnaud himſelf, that 
be might have cut off three Fourths of bis Book, 
without taking away any thing Eſſential. 

I I. Reflexion, which ſheweth, that people bave 
not been forward to have this Bouk of Mon-. 
fieur Arnaud , becauſe there u expeBted a Va- 
lume of bus, of more importance. 

I IT... Reflexion, wherein # noted, That the fierce 

' and inſulting Spirit , wwherewith Monſieur 
Arnaud treateth onfreur Claude, bath made 
us avterſe from the reading of it. 

I'V. Reflexion, wherein the Author anſwers to 
three Crimes, wherewith Monficur Arnaad 
unduly chargeth thuſe of ths Proteſtant Com- 
munian. The firſt , that it # poſſible, the 
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-2y (4) 
Church ſhould ſubſiſt no more. The ſecond 
« That EE <A detcſiable Moral: 
The third, that they fazor and ſupport by thy 
Principles the Errors of the Socinians. "he 
' V. Reflexion, where the Author examineth thifrs 
proofs of Monficur Arnaud, for the firſt SuJF$** 
' pofution of the Book of the Perpetuity, wh 
* cohfifls in the "Onion of all the Orient, TY 
Churches with the Roman, about the matt: 
of the Euchariſt mm the time of Paſchaſfius. Wan: 
V1. Reflexion, mm which the Author evincet 
that Monficur Arnaud hath no way prot 
the ſecond Copperies of the Beok of tbe Per 
petuity, which conſiſts in the Adoration 


'the Body of Jeſus Chriſt preſent wpon 1 
«Altars, in the tame of ihe fm Paſchafius. 


0s have demanded my thoughts, 
concerning the ſucceſs , which 
Monſieur Arnaud's laft Buck 
- &gainſt M, Claude bath mt 
ith amoneſt Us, in [opreſiing and ci- 
il 4 way, that 1 could not defend my 
elf againſt it. Ipretend not to pene- 
rate into your heart, nor to divine 4 
hine which you have concealed from me; 
0 bh I ſhowld not mi(s the mark, nor 
much wide from your thoughts, if I 
hould believe, that the opinion you have ' 
ad of my ſincerity, in ſpeaking of things 2 


ithout prejudice, and the Idea you 

Rave: formed of the Triumphs of M. 

\rnaud's'Book, have induced you to de- 

e this of me, thinking it to be an in- 

alible means to make me —— 
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NON FR 
4 the Injuſtice of our Canſe touch; 34 4 
important ſubjett, andeven'to make if 
forſake my party: But, 1 ſhall con 
my- ſelf to give you ſatisfattion w 
out emring into this examen ; 
what-ever it br, 1 ſhall only tell you 
this to point, that neither my ſuncerilf 
wor Mor ficar Arniud's Beok have gi 
"me the lealt diſpoſition to" anſwer 
"thing in favour of thu motive, if i 
*thar which hath ſit you on work, | 
" * "And indeed, Sir, I ſball tell you fi 
4, that this Work of M. Arnand þ 
not found that ſucceſs, which his fri 
ex(petted from it, nor obtain'd tha 
influence, which ſome of our profe| 
mieht apprehend fram the ſame. 
was expetted with impatience on | 
" ſides: On the one, he was look'd 
_ &# aViftoriows General, carrying ter 
"with him every where; and, one | 
* fhowld diſcomfit his Enemies at the | 
encounter; who ſhould make as 
 Congqueſts as be bad Readers who [h 


© fiſorpate at bis firſt ſetting out the 3 
$7 | lu( 
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jad enchantmiturs which FY hes 
M. Claude was bold to carry. 
boi the Cabinet of the greateſh per=. 
# them: On the other, he 
canſtdered as 4 formidable enemy , 

# was able at leafs, by the ftreneth 
hoop and Wit to diſturb the. 
they poſſe eſs'd, to caſt things back 

the 


hazard of a new Com- 

oper to make- 4 vittory doubiful , 
rh eem'd could not be diſputed with 
hem in reaſon, after that the moſt Learti- 
ad jd andthe moſt Ambitions of all Socie- 
fri ies had found' ti their goa regret , 
oy apt they /” not been able to ſucceed 


"fi" | mph of the two parties were much 
on ip" 76: prong: Far, what, I pray , was 
1 poet 10. be expetted from o carndand 
 Wolite 4 Pen as that of M, Arnaud, 

ne $414 of bis Friends the Gemlemen of. the 
4, Sf oit-Royal © What was. not 106 be- 
, ev'd of thoſe warthy Defendants of the 
5 pMfments of Great St. Auguſtin,touch- 
vhs Ws Fhe Efficacy S Divine Grace * What 


ET.” ay -— 
-* ,-. way wot the Book of 20, Claude; whiihy. 
Cauſe and profeſsion 'are. wone'uf- ihreba 
IS mot favour d,to fear of the Eloquenceein 
Fowtr, Dexterity, Credit, and good Fai W 
twne of thoſe Gentlemen,who ſo ſrequentRuble 
lyhave beaten the innumerable troups ofrn: 
the Moliniſts, who have divided 16 
Schooles 'and your Churches | betwee 
Victorious 'an4 Sufficient Grace5 w 
have been capable to perſwade men, tha 
rhe Council of Trent was not again 
them; who at a time, when their v 
tue was [cen to ſuccuneb to the 'mumbe 
of their Perſecutors, have found in t 


Wiſdow of our Fncomparable Monarch la 
end in the extraordinary Prudence f 
rhe" «3 4 return which was biyond 


 Vhrer- bopes, and which bath been t 
moſt ſplendid "and the moſt glorious 
that ever was \fet in a like conjuntt- 


wre." =» 
*" In the mery "tire, the Book of M, 
Arnand hath made much leſs noiſe, fin 

it hath appear 4, than it did"before i 
rame abroad; His triumphs arc-only : 


rob ators- and M, Claude bara ns 
neeeived the leaſt wound from it. © 
. Whence, 1pray, Sir, comes this no- 
able difference *. Is it, that Monſieur 
aud, tired by his firſt combats, hath 
had the ſame vigour againſt. this laſt 
duer(ary ? 1s it, that being employ d 


whihn things more eſſential to him, he hath 


it wſed all the attention which was re- 
Rquifite for this famous Anſwer ? 15 it, 
that he hath negleFed himſelf fromthe 
Mconſederation of this conjuniture of 
ape, not being favourable to Us ? Or 
Blaftly, is it the fault of the Cauſe ra- 
ther than of its Advocat ? Sir, you 
may ſay what you pleaſe of it z, as for 
i we, 1 eſteem that there is ſomething 0 
all that in it, and you will perhaps 
|| of my opinion, when you ſhall bave made 
together with me the following RefletF- 
ions, which will give more light to the 
Reaſons , which ' make me judge, that 
ff that Work of bis hath not met with 
ny among Us, nor poſcibly even among the 
| fencerer 
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weerer fort of your > the 
"- , aud ro or of ” " , 2 F 
exſpetted aa it, 
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AH He Book of Monſieur 
«Arnaud is very big, 
and this hath been the 

firſt ſtumbling ſtone, 


many perſons being 
unwilling to buy it, 
ſome by reaſon of its 
preat pries , and 
others, becauſe they 
had.nor ſo much time 
to read it. I know many of both Religions, 
who never had it, upon either the one, or the 
other account 3 and it 1s certain, that ten 
times more of them would have been ſold, if 
the Book had been of the price: and bigneſs 
of his firſt Work. And indeed, Sir, ſo big a 
Volume ſcareth people, and they dare -not 
undertake to read it, that they may not be 
oblicged to quit it in the middle, and poſſibly 
ſoonery 


(22) 

ſooner, by reaſonof the ſeveral occupatic 
ww all have. Beſides, Monſieur Arnaud, t 

hath had buf Hetle cafe of our faly 
ons fr or, this Pook being, in his opinion, : 

that of his his approbators,. a plain and enti 
caricion of us, arid at cafic nieansto reds 
us into the boſam of their Church, i& it not tri 
Sir,' That his zeal for ſo great a work ſhou| 
have obliged him to have made it more con 
mon, morepopylir ore cafie to buy; andt 
read iu'2. What "tk th he knbw, 'whether 


hundreds of yo » Whb have not ſeen hi 
Book, and who would have read it, if it hai 
been much leſs, the half, or the third ps 

would not have been converted ? What doth 
he know, whether Zyre: and Sidon would not 
have repented, if they hat ſeem the Miracie 


that have been dons in Ghorazit# and Betl 
f#ids ? So tharymerhink& he ſhould have 
ordered it,, cither' by @'ygratuitous injpreſſios 
or by retrenching thres” parts of four 'of hi 
Book ,+ that all - forts of perſons might have 

t it. 

It may'be, Sirzi you will think this, what [ 
fay of a-graruitous Imipreflion, ſomewhat nevir. 
and'dificulrro praiſe. Bur, if you-confider, 
thar thoſe Genriemen: of the Part [Royal have 
made above -Fivd 'hundred preſents of this 
Book, according to: the: relation of their Sta- 
'tioner, - will tor you avow to ne, thar,; ſiſce 
"the converſion |of: thoſe: that ſhall read it is 
"concerned, | thoſe» preſents. would-have been 
\berrer- employed for! the Salvation' of Men, 

than 


Cid 


in for the payment of a civility, which aime 

þ butat the honor of the World ? Heaven 

1d have carried 1t'from Earth, and Cha- 
from Intereſt, whereto we are-oftner car- 
»/ by Cuſtom, Tather: than by Inclination. 
nd do not tell me, that this Book hath been 
jven to Catholicks, to confirm them in their 
igion : 'For you do not doubt, that almoſt 
;ne of thoſe, to whom. it hath been preſent» 
, had any necd at all of theſe clucidations, 

7 any ſcruple ot their Belicf,, You know 
: that the Shepherd in the Goſpel leayes 
inety and' nine ſheep, of which he is aſ- 
red, to go and ſeck after that one which is 
Pone one' aſtray. And if © thoſe | Gentlemen had 
Wleaſed, they might have made Preſents, and 
ziven Alms, acquitted themſelves of the du- 
tes, which reſpe&t and friendſhip demanded of 
hem, and gained good will among their Ad- 
pies. You ſce well enough, Sir, that [ 
ak for. the intereſt of our people, and for 
Iy, who would have been very glad to have 
een this Book, and were not in a condition 
4 buy it , nor to read it after they had got 


"Bur ler us ſet afide this Liberality and this 
zeal; z they arc works of ſupererogation,. to 
#hich a Man is not obliged ; and when meer 
-ECounſels do cauſe trauble, pain, and ſome 
oſs; we do caſily exempt our felves from 
them. © But as to the ſecond. condition, which 
Iwould have wiſhed from Monficur «Arnaud, 

i2.'The ſhortning of his Book, to make ir 

more 
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more common amongſt ns, he cannot blame 
foraſmach as it would have turned both ro 
own account, and.to that of others, fince 
would have taken off half his pains in cc 
poſing it, as well as that of ours in rcadi 
It. 

Do not think, Sir, that this rerrenchme 
would have taxen away any thing of the foro” 
of Monſieur «Arnauds Book ; on the contrary 
it would have comained nothing bur what! 
eſſential and ſolid, whereas in the conditic 
it js now in, it may be faid in the generi' 
that- it 1s weak and uſeleſs throughout, For 
ir doth nor bear it ſe!f up equally 5 he ofte 
tells us one and the ſame thing, which hath nc 
thing. but an amplification, aad a paraphraſ: 
of his Refutation 3 and he gives us ſeven 
uſeleſs and impertinent diſcourſes. I belies 
Sir, you your ſelf have perceived this truti 
and it were not difficult ro make it out to ar 
who ſhould doubt of it. In ſhort, the firlf 
Book might be reduced to a Douzen, Lines, 1 
ſtead of the Twelve Chapters it contai 
For, ſince it was onely written to Fuftific tl 
Method of the Book of the Perpetunty 3 that | 
to ſay, to Juſtifie, that the Author had not 
been obliged to anſwer to the whole Book of, 
Monſieur eAubertin, and might have followe' 
The way of Preſcription, rather than that of D 
cuſſion ; It was ſufficient to obſerve ſo mud 
in three or four words, fince that is a matt 
of common ſenſe, and withour controverſic 
Nor hath Monſicur Claude blamed that methe 


furthY. 


(35) 
ther than. to ſhew, that it is not ſo ſure as 
her 5 bur he hath nor omitted ro ſtick ro 
ſame, and to anſwer to it exaftly : So that 
as. to no purpoſe, to go about to multiply 
arrels, and to write a Book, to prove what 
d not belong to the Queſtion. 

The Four following Books, viz, The Se- 
W@nd, Third, Fourth, and Fitth, and then the 
Wuclith, which do largely treat of the conſent 
IM the Schiſmatick Churches with the Church 

Rome, concerning the points of the Reality, 

E Tranſubſftantiation, and of the Adoration 
the Euchariſt , arc pieces beſides the buſi- 
s, and not at all neceſſary. The firſt Treas 
ſe of the Perpetwiy touched but one word of 
: Monficur Claude in his firſt writing had 
ſwered to it in Four Lines; in the refutation 
flonſicur Arnaud did ſomewhat enlarge upon 

t 5 which did obliege Monficur Claude to 
aake a longer anſwer thereto. But all that 
ath been hitherto done by ſlight touches, and 

it were tranfiently 3 whereas now Monficur 
rnaud makes it his principal. The thing is 
and it 18 that which hath ſwelled the Work 
hat Monſieur Arnaud bath not here taken 
onfieur Claudes ſenſe aright, and labored 

0 verific that which was not denied him:For he 
pretends to prove every where, that Monſicur 

aude bath been in the wrong, in denying that 
ke > ict Churches believe the Reality 3. and 
moſt all the paſſages, which he alleagerh, tend 
dnely ro make our the contrary. Bur, Sir, he 

ath taken pains in vaing and in this cacounter 


he 
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he fights with his own ſhadow: tele" it 
"not be found, that Monſieur Claude | hath 
nied, that the Greek Churebes' did beljevi 
Realiry inthe! time (of Poſcaſias, of that! 
believe it ſtill; He hath onely maintai 
that they never believed Tranfubftanti 
and Adoration ; which is far driſering | 

the other. 'For, although we may well a 

from Adoration and Tranſubftantration to 
alny, yet may wenot conclude alſo from 
Reality ro Tranſubſtantiation and Adorati 
ſecing that the Lutherans do rejeR theſet 
larter 3 and ye+belicve, as you do, that t 
take. with the Mouth of the” Body , the 
Body and the true Blud of Feſus Chrift. 


that, if Monficar Arnaud would preciſely: hes 


fute the opmion of -Monſicur Claade; hc 1 


make 1this buſineſs to prove, ' That the Graifihf'1 
and other Eafters Churches have belicyWha 


 Tranſubſtantiation, and adored the Euchariſ 
but this he hath not ſo much as thought of , a 
yet hath made a ftrange noife of what he 
thereth upon Monfieur Claude, though 
fieur Claude hath not ſaid it. "And ſo he þ 
produced with much - pomp and ſhew f 
reltimonices and allegations, which are not 
all to rhe purpoſe of rhar conteſt, which is} 
twixt them. 

But it may be, Sir, you will not believe 
upon my word, and you will hardly perſw 


; your ſelf, That Monſfieut Arnaud ſhou 


: have deceived hunſelf in a marter of this 1 
- ture, where there needs no more -but to ra 


l " 


- " 
dat ly 
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my juſt,.-1 ſhould make this good. 
and pry you thafei paſiages,)" 
re Motficur laude ſpeaks of it, becauſe. 
have told me, That you have nor ſeen his 
ſt writi ng. It is therefore this, whiat he hath: 
0 : " There remains oncly for.me:toſay © 
the opinion of the Greeks, .a#d of 
Chriſtians, which the Author ſaith,” do 
gree" with the Roman Church ;, which is, That I 
ntainy that Tranſubſlantiation, and the Ate- 
ation of'i the Sacrament, aye rao things unknown 
be whole - Earth, except the Roman Church ; 
- wdithtr the Greeks, nor the Armenians,:.nor 
x Ruſſians, nor the Jacobires, nor the, Kithia» 
\#0r any othey Chriſtians ». ;but.theſe thas 
it: themſelves to' the Pope, believe ang thing 
rabef thoſe two Articles. This is alt he faith 
it'1n that plac: 5: where. you ſee plainly, 
at:he ſpcaks not a word of . the:Regl Preſence. 
{ that be confines . himſelf; to the' two;points 
if Tranſubſantiation and Adoration; And, after 
he ſame manner doth ihe-derlare.bumſelf in his - 
ifiver to the Second. Treatiſe of., the | Perper 
ty the Second - Part, the Eighth Chaprers 
t, 1-ſhould bave nothing mare to do eancerning 
bis, if -the «Author bad .not., as be bath, .call 
| to bis ſwecors the, _ebtnaries owes but 
nce be” bath thougbs fit -t0 joyn ' the queſtion of 
heir condition, wpith Jt of the cmATER of 
tins, it: #4 juft to ſatisfie bim alſ» in that.” I 
d therefore, #bout the.cnd of my Anſwer, thas 
he Adoration of the Sacrament », a thing , 
_— the whole world . js unacquainted, ex- 
khan. B ' cep# 


uw 9, re. ” 
9 - 


Romin'Chirch, Uc., And if the egy 
'of that'Chapter, che anſivers to vhat Moni 
Armand hid allcaged opþon the ſubjet of r 
Horan; and this: is one of the Points. 
niaf' by Monſieur Eleadr. | Of the other, i 
| tratrongive ſpeaks in his :h57d part;t 
eiphrhChaj where the examines: the-proch 
" Monſicar afrnaud,; bir he ſpealts no-whe 
of 'the Mantuczcon of | the Body of- Ghriffl * 
and if} h& faith ſomerimbs (whith is very fl 
dom) that rhe Greeks. or the Fathers, have nt | 
believed 'the Real Prefence,. he preſently « 
platns himſelf, caltivgit afterwards, thie Z; 
Preſence, and ſuch an one ar tr betreved at Roni 
r6 ſhew, Thar he ſpetceth onely of the w 
of Manducation. Bar itis tirhcs ro run thre Jp 
the other Books'of his Volume, - oe 
- The Sixth ray be reluced to 'n aft cerinin 
and mſt evident ' Propoſition, whith ks, Tharmhf 
words which expreſs 4ohit'vc ro be believed of 't 
chariſt, buve always been trxptarned by B 
Frevors, "either in a "Sebſe, or 3 2 M 
phcds"Senf , \#nÞ- tbh. +herefove the Chin 
#th dobys diftinBly bilicved, virbor The R 
Prefence, or the Real WbRnce - 'Theſe'arc cr 
trords of Monficnr Arnbad in the Preface; 
whereupon he adds 'aft6rwards; Thar-wune or 
perbaps than Monficty Claude would bave i 
p ved yoga fins ned: wb 
an of yood ſenſe" i ee retat firſt fab 
; Wheaton ſce, Sit, No leſtens of pg Sixt 
Book, tliere necdeth'6nely four or five Lin 
according to the acknowſedgmemt of Monfict 


- 
«N 


"2&! " 
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Arnacd' '; and” that "the ſole wilfulneſs of 
M officer Claude hath: been the cauſe of this 
eng.” But" if ths wilfolneſs is imaginary, 
Monficur Claude hath not onely agreed to, 
by att pot 


4 


poſitively marntatned, what Monſieur 
Arnaud jmmputerh tohim to have denied, is'ir 
jot rroe,, That we ought atfo ro cut away this 
Sixth "Book as uſelcfs, and ſuppoſing a thing 
which is not ? Bart it is cafre to verific this 


laft Propofition, in the two parts of the Note 


b 'of Monficur Arnaud One knows not, whe- 


ther he accuſerh Monſieur Claude for having 
denied the principle he puts, and the conſe- 
quence 3 or, whether he accuſeth him onely for 
rving  demed the fequel, although: he agree 
about the principle ; rtiat is ro ſay, One knows 
not, whether he will ſay,rhat Moufteur Claude: 
would not acknowled,c that the words, This 
% my Bully, this is my Blvod, have been always 
taken in the Literal Senſe, or in the Metapho- 
rical Senfe , and that conſequently Believers 
have always had a diſtin beliet of rhe Pre- 


" If ſence or _- bſence Real ? Or, whether he meant 


onely, that Monſieur CJaude agreeing about 
the Theſes hath denicd the Conſequence which 
| Monſieur Arnaud Araws from it, For his 
words relate to both theſe parts; yerlI will 
believe, that Monſicut, Arnaud bath onely 
thooght'of the Conſequence, ſince the whole 
Book of Monſicur Claide ſpeaks.ot nothing. 
elfe, bur of the Meraphorial Senfe of the Sa- 
\Ff cramental' words, aid that particularly. the 
""ſ fourth,” &'th, and fixth Chapters of the Second 
w B *2 Parr, 
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Part, -are onely ſpen 0 evince, That the. 


efſrons of the Faghers upyt\-by drag: wh >” 
Body of Chriſt could be token in no oil oe eſo 


ways. had a diſtin& belief , of the Preſence 

by as Real, as Monficur Arnaud impu 
to him in his whole Sixth Book. For my par 
I know-nat, whether I miſtake, but methink 
that Monſieur Claude hath maintained the c 
trary .in many. places.. In his firſt Anſm 
(Pag. 9 ) he faith 3 The Body of Chrift #« 

lieved to be preſent in the Euchariſt four man 
of ways : Andafter he hath explained the 
he. adds, And all the ways of Preſence 

Real, cach im ts kinds or ordey + This truth ba 


been always believed, and « ſo fil. And: aftei+; 
wards in his Fifth conſideration, which hat 
been the principal ſubje& of the diſpute up 
this matter, he ſaith (Pag, 12 ) Before i 
Tranſubſtantiation b 6 440 the Morld, eve 


one believed, Th us Chriſt is preſent int 
Sacrament, and tha} bis Body and Blood a 
there really received by the Believsng Commy 
cants, But in the Third Chaprer of, his $: 
cond Anſwer, you haye two preciſe pailage 
Thus when the Author tells uw (fſairh Monfi 
Claude) that thoſe who took the Inflriflions 
the Fathers in a Metapburical Senſe, bad 
biftrn& and clear Idea of the Real Abſence ; 
he means, that they believe Chriſt to be, Corpor, 
ly Preſent in Heaven, without thinking on wv! 
| | - 


, (5) 

a afterwar ds," that be 5s at the ſame tim: 
IG on Farth 5 there, oo the 
ty of - 4 Body; here, after the manner of 

ſell Spirit's To rtje8t formally this opinion, I aver, 
© bat Believers in that ſenſe a very diftintt 

8 "of 'the Real Abſence. And af erwards 

Pag 273.) te maintains rhat in the firſt Eight 

PUB enturies, The Pofitive Doftrine, which we be- 
NOV be, 2045 then taught ſo clearly, ftrongly and 
cO:finfly, that it difþelled all the difficulties, 
iS hich” conld. ariſe from theſe Expreſſions. 3 The 
 8Br+al i; the Body of Chriſt, the Bread is chan- 
ed into the Body of Chriſt. Is not this enough, 
if, fo prove that, Monſieur Clawde hath nor 
named, as'Monfieur Arnaud impures to 
im; Thatfor the ſpac: of a thouſand years, 
cople-knew not what rhe Fucharift was, and 
Wiir'Believers had not a diftin&t knowledge of 
ie Real Preſence or (Abſence. 

»Bat"if you ſuſpe@t Monfſicur Claude, if his 

ords; his proteſtations, his comp'aints are 

ot ſufficient to you, I ſhall furniſh you with 
witneſswhich you will not rejeR,and that is 
pnfieur: Arnaud himſelf, who hath written 
Whe Fourth Chapter of this Sixth Book pure 
Woſely to prove , That | Monſieur Claude 

Pag.551.) bath entangled. bimſclf n two con- 

derable faults 5 the one is, that he bath explain- 
bis ſentiment amiſs ; and the other, that be 

b granted bim in efc& all be deſired. By the 

rt, he pretends tnat Monficur - Claude hath 

dt refured what was the Qieſtion, and that he 
th indiſcreetly carried the: Diſpute to the 
| B 3 diitinQ> 


| cn) _ 
diſtin belief- of Tranſubſtaltsation . which 
<id not_thiak , ypon 43. ſince. he 6ne]ly thoup 
on the Real Preſence, leparate fram, all the d; 
firulties, which thecirgumſtances and the u 
of this Preſence. may beget- By the Second iff... 
maintains, that, Moanſgeur Claude grants in lf}; 
matter of the Real -Proſence or Abſence, 
what is ſufficient to his deſign. 

Thus you ſce a truth avowed by both pa 
tics. Monſieur Claude 'bathdiſparcd ayai 
the diſtin belief oi the Tranſubfontiation 
and Monſieur Arnaud hath never maintaing 
this diſtin belicf. Monſieur Arnaud ha 
maintained the diſtin& beli:f of the Regal P 
ſence, and Monſieur Clawde grants jt,. event 
the. acknowledgment of hits divert . Wh 
need then, to exaſhine ar large the Syſteme 
Monfieur Claude, fince it claſhes not with t 
Sentiments of Monſicur cArnaud-?; And 
"what purpoſe, -to mace a Book to.proye, ! 
there bath always been w the Church, a df 
belief of the Real Preſence, if Monſiaur Cl, 

- bath not denied it; 1t- he hath ſtxangly, ſta 
up for it, at leaſt for the ſpact of. the 

- Eight Centuries 3 and if he hath:ſpoken one 
of Tranſubftantration in. reicrence to the Niat 
and -renth ? But let us paſs onto the oth: 
Bovks, FI 

' The Poſrrive proofs, ſaith Monſieur A 
naud. in his Preface, That hand been allcag 
#1 the Scuenth and eighth Book, tu ſhow, 1 

#be belief of the Real Preſence, and of Tr 

Jubſtanization was eftabliſhed 1 the 


Chbur 


(83) 
[pars LOOSIALY Dover, 1 tht +ighth;, ainh; 
d tenth Comturicss #4 19 Avoef] ary prope, 
ud: 4 b. a4 746: meg ht be: altugerbdr wiheet.. Ne 
kgſtingt- quarcel.; with.him cancerming: this, 
8 being much. of;his winde,' that: theſe yt 
Books might haye barn very well ſpared: And 
ſaſha would: bhaye obiicged vs: in retrenching 
them. | 1.2065 56143:! 
There is onely the Ninth , which is Eſſential, 
continues Monſieur Arnaud, becauſe it ſhrwms 
the impoſſibility of the Change ; and yet m this 
Bouk there ars things,” which are not neceſſary bus 
to confound the ftubbornne(ſs of Monficur Claude, 
and which an Adverſary of more fincerity than 
be, would bave ſaved uw the pains of writing. 
So. that the whole Valume.of Monficur «..Ar- 
naud might have been reduced to this Ninth 
Book, and even of this ſomewhat might have 
been pruned away. . 
The Tenth (ſo goes on Monfieur Arnaud) 
contains ſome uſeful conſequences, but ſuch as 
{#0 defigned for a further clearing of the 
But if theſe conſequences be of. uſe, 
yet the Book is very uſeleſs, becauſe 1t con- 
tatns nothing but what hath often been ſaid 
before ; and thar, beſides that in each Chaptcr 
Monſieur Arnaud ſhews the ſequels of his 
Examen and Ratiocinations, cach Book hath 
at the end a Chapter expreſs, which con- 
tains the breviate , the Concluſion and the 
Conſequences 3 or, it you will, one Book 
contains the Conſequences of two or three 
precedent ones. And ſo this Tenth Book 62, 
B 4 b, 
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as. mY fe; Fry 


7% $ econd Reflexion. 


enough, that M. Arnaud hath 
aken the pains of compoſing a Volume of 

ed and fiityſheets, ' of which not ſo 
h as the tenth parr is abſolurely neceffſary ,' 


F I have ſhew'd from his own words'; and 


t yet he hath not been willing to terminate 
tamous Controverfic, which keeps. both 
es in exſpeRation, and hath referred the 


; ſer to. one part of M. Claude's Book to 


er time. 
He giveth us notice of this deſign even in 
$ very Preface, and declareth himſelf parti- 
larly, abqut it in the ſecond Book, the firſk 
hapter 3 His Book, faith he, in ſpeaking of 
& Book of M. Claude, Is properly the mix- 
ve of tp Books, of which the one reſpes the 
toſe of the Per PPeruity, the other, the common 
uſe of the Church He bath blended and con- 
y them out of defign, and we ſhall di- 
1/þ them out of 8 contrary defign. We ſhall 


efore repreſent firſt, the pr Ly of the Book of 


/Perpetuityqnd the preciſe Anſwers be makes 


beret - which Jhall be the ſubje& of this Va- 


,and ſo contain the Anſwer to bis firſt Book, 
And w: ſhall reſerve for 4 ſecond Volume what 
+ alledges in general againſt the' cauſe of the 
rch, and what the Church alledges againſt 
the 


Fn: (a8Þ 
the Dofrine of the =, 5 200 ſhall n 
the \ Anſwer to bis 4 ound wo, 

Trycly, toighy Fr as are 
give us 2 Fas} Far ls th 
without, of = not eſſential, of c« 

/ rg ſaid over and. over Jin; and y 
ids the Book of M, Claude intotwo pi 
for to 2, Aut to on of them, in a2 
on times as big: It had os nly bee 
tQ hone 0 itted the Foo 
oſalprely neceſſary, oh, haye 
dr in rhe Vp, and 1n the effentials. | 

And *cjs this management of M, Arna ' 
which hath heen Ay ſecond reafon, why 
have not been ſo carneſt to have his E 
3nd which hath nat ſa proanyy ne eo Peop 
becauſe they aſpect th e {eco nd 
wolt jmportant. _ 

For, what adyzntage ſoever M. «Arn 
may attrjbyte to his method af Pre Pty 
which be hath examined in this firſt Yolun 
that of Diſcuſſion, which he reſexycth fort 
other, 1s the moſt ſures and the leaſt 
ed; thc inconyeniencies, | wr .yrk he. pero 
thie, being found in bx, becauſe that is to cx 
min the reafonings he alledgeth to ſhow t 
impoſſibility of, the change, which we pretd 
ro have hapned ip the time of Paſchefiue int 
belief of the Euchariſt; and'it mu diſc 
befides the proofs which we produce to eving 
that all the World was not, as he pretends, 
the ſentiment of Paſchaſou, and that ke | 
many Adverſarics. 
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(27: 
, If there be NGrytie and prolixi«. 
_ aright the, belief of the F heal in 
5 mtr for as much as Joe want thgs ne- 
Ip. of profiting thereby, which i the un- 
ng. of Tongues 3 athers have not leifure- 
|; 1s CXSAmen with 8 reaſonable cars and 
Ineſs. 4nd others bave wot reach Akin, bo 
£ ſo many proofs .togethe?, as Mouficur 
| faiths, Why wi nat. he , admit 
" "Wat the ſame. obſtacles arc foynd in o Mc 
Woc AP Have. the Simple and. Ignorant 9p 
af  faks it, hath bcen principally hro 
ke; the knowledge af Tongues, which 18 5 
ta ilcarn the Hiſtory of the rune of 
and of the opinion of the:Greeks 
ke, Have they mare |giſure t6 mako 
Ak with a rajlaml care, then that of 
Raſenciment of the Fathers of the, fix firſt 
$2. Have - they--gapacity cnouglr ta 
2 the proofs, which he and M. Laude 
| produce in theis Bgoks 3, and nat eno 
Mo. compare rhe proots.-of. the Cardinal. 4 
rol Pomang and M. Aubertin 
; - Sir, / muſt needs conteſs my ignorance, pd 
0 OT underſtand not the difference there: is 
"# Mtvcen the difficulties of theſ: Methods on 
ref the contrary, I find, that that of M.Anueud 
lit: hath #7yo things to clear. whereas the other 
OM hath bur-one 3 For, that of Prefcripteon- mak 
a, WF examin the farce axdinath of the reaſons; pp» 
01 on which *cis grounded,and beſides cxamingas 
well as that of Dvſca/ſion, the paſlages at many 
Greek and Latin Authors, which were pete 
ary 


e I 


fary to be alledged by both fidex, to kno 
veriry of the ſuppoſitions of this Book of 


'L 
£ 


wy. 

" But then, it is certain, that what remait 
be done by M. Arnaud, is much more imy 
rant than what he hath done; for; a man te 
ſons very ill of the impoſſibility of a thin 
when another proveth;that rhe thing hath af 
ally 'been done. M. Claude maintains, t 
there hath been made a. Change 'in the [ 
Atine of the Euchariſt, and that: the Anti 
Church was of our beliet ; which he will pre 
by:the Writings of the Fathers of hat time 
And M. Arnaud imagines, that'we tay ſx 
fie*our ſelves upon bare reaſonings,-*by whi 
he pretends to prove the impoſſibility / of t 
Change, You ſee, Sir, that ego naturally: 
work, to know whether the thing 'have na 
pen*d, when there are great appearances h 
it, when' our men do poſitively maintain it 
and offer proofs to evince it , and, that | 
ſuch'a' caſe'as this we 'do little hearken 1 
thoſe, that will perfwade us by Come” ah(tral 
and 'Metaphyſical ratiocinations, ( havin 
need of proof) that 'the thing coald - not | 
done. 

Add thereto the evident advantage of th 
proof of this tat above the Method of Pr 
ſcription, which is, that there is never an en 
in Ratiocinations. ' Our mind is too fierce tc 
confeſs it ſelf overcome by the wit of anc 
therz it accnowledges no Superiors in'thi 
kind of diſputes, and alwayes ihe 

| whet 


ther true or apparent, to diſentangle it 
either in'the difficulty-of "the queſtion, or 
the\ ſtrength of our wit,-or in the- weakneſs 
that of our Adverſary : whereas we do 
xe eafily acquieſce in the truths, which'the 
zer Method, teacheth us, becauſe in that caſe 
do not yicld ro the reaſoning of our adver- 
y,. but to the authority, of the Antient 
warch, and to the Teſtimonies of the Fathers, 
z0 aſſure us of. the practice and doQrine\of 
eir, rime, and by that means of the truc 
ſe, of the Pallages of the Scripture, which 
c conteſted, 
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_——_ Imperious and Inſulting way,wher 

| M. Arnovd deals with M. Claude 
where, is none of the leaſt reaſons, which 
kept our People” from reading © his E 
There are found init at every turn 4njur 
and expreſſions of contempt 5 and it ſert 
that lis Treariſe'was wade on purpoſe 
painr him 1n the blackelt colonrs, that can 
uſed .for the piQure of the moſt exrravaz 
of men. He doth perpetually -deſcend fre 
the Cauſe to the Perſon, and withour ſtayi 
as other Authors do, to retute in particul 
what is oppoL&d againit him, he preſently 
upon \ the genius, ſpirit and humour of 
Claude, of which he taketh pleaſure to d 
an odd Picture 3 ſo thar, if he be ro be. 
liev'd, there never was a Writer more ex 
vagant, more ridiculous, more abſurd, mot 
deceittul, and more prevaricating , than 
Claude. If I ſhould give you the colletti 
Lhave made of the fine qualities , which 
Arnaud gives him, I afſure my ſelf, that yo 
would ſtartle at it, and I perſwade my 
even of the ſincerity of M. Arnaud, that if ly 
ſaw -this pourtrait, he would diſown it, a 
blame the teat of the diſpare, which hat 
made him write ſo many things contrary to | 
profeſſion, and to the Laws of Chriſtianity. 


ſhall only give you here a pattern of it, | 
. ; whid 


(gt) 
| may judge of the whole Pieve. Ie 
I beck Chapter of the ſeventh Book, P- 
4z where ſpeaking of the genras of M.Claude 
hath theſe words : Hic Spirie (of M.Clande3 
. as by divers Experements "we have 
en able to diſcover, never ts regard how things 
m deed, but only bow be would defere they 
Id be ; to bave no reſpef to truth, net ſo 
as to probability, but only to the intereſt of 
is cauſe 3 to diſpoſe of Hiſtories and real Events 
ith more liberty, then men difpoſe of the Chime» 
ical adventures of Romances ; to build upon the 
acuum of bis imagination, as upon the moſt real 
nd the moſt ſolid foundation; not to flick to maks 
# rhe Wortd and rink madiy, fo vhey do 
$ ſpeak and think according to bis es and. 
0143 to preferr the moſt petty reaſons to the 
Frongeft and cleareſt proofs ; and, topropoſe and 
leliver all that in a fierce, beld,contemning and 
pſu ing manner 3 by giving to himſelf ſuch ap- 
ſer, as be would gladly receive from others, 
nd treating bis Adverſarics, as bs would 
t others ſhould treat them. 
Some do imagine, that there are ſecret rea- 
ons, that have obliged M. Arnaud, thus to 
excced the bounds that ought ro be in the Diſ- 
pures of _ Learned Men. I will not dive into 


if them z but I am afſured, that thoſe tranſports 


are not alwayes equitable, and becauſe I have 
Y examined the cauſe thereof carefully, I would 
© ſhow you two or three examples of it, it it 
were not beſides the ſubjeR of this Diſcourſe, 
ner an undertaking of what is M, Claude's 

province, 


- a> 
#7 # > 


(32) 
province, "who hath the Pen in hand to 
fend himſelf, and needs no Second. © 

Burt, at leaft you will not think it fir# 
that we are ſcandalized to fee the publick] 
fendant of our Cauſe ſo evil entreated, 
that this manner of proceeding gives us at 
opinion ot that which is maintain'd by 
Arnaud. 


\ 
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by WF. © have cauſe to be concerned for Mon- 


fieur Claude, this obſervation will ſhow, 
That we have a more ſenſible intereſt, and 
zich more diredtly relates to us all, confider- 
g it concerns the g—_ of our Churches. 
d indeed, Sir, 1 was ſurpriſed to ſee, | that 
onfieur: Arnaud makes a ſtay to reproach 
s$ with the irrcgularities of the firſt Authors 
jat forſook their Communion, and to wrangle 
bout their Miſſion, in a Book which hath 
nothing at-all to do with that 3 beſides that 
ie knows, 'that we bave anſwered a thouſand 
imes thoſe ungrounded Objetions. 

But there 1s more than thi-, which is, that 
ifieur-- Arnaud fathers thoſe opinions up- 
dn us, Which are none of ours, and gocs about 
o decry_ our Religion / from Conſequences , 
hich :he- deviſerh at pleaſure , or which he 
borrows irom thoſe, who have invemed them. 
I wilt onely relate to you Three Examples of 


1m, 

In the Third Chapter: of the Firſt Book, 
pag. 49. He weaves 'a prolix Diſcourſe,, to 
ſhew, "that we have-no ſhort way of knowing 
the-true Church, and- that a man muſt examine 
inparticular all the Points, that are propoſed. 
It/is not. difficult; to anſwer , what he ſaith 
TIN | C there- 
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thereupon , - - but I leaye that to: Mon 
I who will not fail to make j A out, 


ay. of. the" SET 
ſhores net fager;, th phe of the © y 


by the very acknowledgment of many of th 
own  Doftors. I onely note, thatin that | 
tiocination/ he accuſoth 'us/ as if we 'betie\ 
Fhat it is poſſible; that the . Church ſhed 
fub6iſt no more. . Whence: prion: het 
cannor avoid: diſcuffing all t of 
Sefts,, prefent and patted, rr 6-4. nga 
rm, and: ro ſearch /in rhe Enciignd of 
the Herefies, Whether we may not finde the 
the Chorch of Fefus Ghraft. | 
F know not, what may have made Monſ 
«Avnaud' ro impute unto us fuch a pretry Vi 
on: Bur this I know, 'that never any mat 
our Communion hath faid it, and I chatleny 
Monſieur Arnaud to ſhow me one onely A 
, thox amongſt us, who hath believed, that | 
ceuld come to paſs," that the Church tho 
ſubſiſt no more. We believe juſt the conzrarj 
and kriow, That the World doth nox fubl 
but vpon the accomprt of the Church; / ti 
there hath never been. a moment , and 
there never will be -any +, to the end ooh 
World, wherein it can be ſaid with truth, t 
there is no rrue Church - Zeſis: Chaift, whe 
cannot- He, - hath promiſed to be with us to 
end of the World, and'to fecure his Chi 
inſt the powet 'of Hell. - Weſay tnde 
apa ſome of | the 'parts” of this peo 


Church can-periſh, and that-rhav Erernal. Sub 
fiſtence 


C55) vie 
ent js' not faſtned 10 the 'Church:of * Ruxey 
tithe Grecian, nor the  #thioptan, nor to 
her: particular Mengbers 5 we have'toq faid 
experience to doubtiof ir; We fay/alfs 
ther, That the true Church hathher degrees _ 
Light, as'the Moon; that” the is at rimes 

pppreffed- by Tyrants, and ſy-pbſcurgd'by 
> darkneſs of Errors,' that one: can hardly 
ſcern har s and that a great Prophet crycd 
wt; That he was alone remaining in the midſt 
Idolaters, when God anſwered, to-comfort 
m,- That he had reſerved! Seven thouſand 
duls, thathad not bowed their knees to Baal. 
"theſe! things conclude nothing againft' the 
iſtence.of the Churchj and © Monficaur | Ar- 
wdis'much out, when he ſaith  Thaty ae- 
vrding to us, it 15 poſſible, ſhe ſhould ſubſift 
3 more. -- » 1 
He hath" no more _reafon in another place of 
s Work,/(in the Tenth Book, chap.1..pag: 6.) 
here” he faith, That we have introduced 
nongſt'us ' Deteſtable Morals, which conſtitute ' 
eſfeania}: rs of our Religion. 1 profeſs to 
uz Sirg that I'cauld hardly believe my-own 
yes 3 I imagined, that they failed me, or 
arthe Printer had miſtaken: *'Þ road it over 
had over, "an accuſation fo hejnous, ſo ſcans 
Walous, fo ungrounded 5 and with all thar, I 
bald nor refolve--to beliceye,, that fuel @ 
upht had"eſcaped a clear-fighred, wiſe, afid 
Were” man, and one thar' fo mich preacherh 


ſap Integrity and Cardor : But I was yet muck 


Wore aſtoniſhed, when I was affured, that he 
LES C 2 was 


, 


; {036 
was at work to publiſh ' our 'Morals; that 
(v5 the firſt Book we ſhall ſee of himz and 
'he'pretends to juſtific, - that they are ſuch, 
-be-hath deſeribed. them here 1n ſhort. 
0 


--» Sir, you are one of his Friends, cou 
him -to- employ his time better, and to le 
ſuch -calumnies to thoſe baſe. and ridic 
Spirits, thoſe Quacks of Religion, thoſe 
-norant Methodiſts, the Cutlers, -Apothecar 
©Ge.- that are the famous Diſciples "of 
Veron. Tell him, that a DoQor of the 
ought-not to amuſe the World with ſach 
and-fitionsz that it becomes him to be n 
ſerious, and to ſay nothing, but *what hc 
clearly prove. 


I know not, how he will order himlel 

making this Book 3 but I am very well aſlur 
that, in. what manner ſoever he compoſe it, 
moſt ſimple will .preſently diſcover-the ws 
neſs 3 the honeffer ſort, even of« their Relig 
on, will look omit with-contempt';' and it 
work nothing amongſt us, and his reputati 
will but ſuffer the more by it... 
;: Yer I doubt not, but the Book. will 
we do naturally love.DetraGtions - and, Ne 
ties; and when Monſters are- not-in a col 
Hon to hurt us,.,.they. commonly excite if 
curioſity. The Book: will certainly have if 
advantage, that it wilkteach us things-we k1 
not. | 


(37) 


But, Sir,” whence may 'Monſieur Arnaud: 
e this new Light ? where hath hemade this! 
Diſcovery? How comes he to ſee amongſt. 
what never any one of ours hath ſeen; 
{ how comes it to paſs, : that we haveinor 
1 aware of theſe gn —O Morals, of 
ich he ſpeateth ſo poſitively ?. Whence 
nes it, "that none of thoſe, that have for- 
en our Communion, and liſted th:mfſelves 
purs, never thought on 1t ro accuſe us of 
t Looſneſs, nor have taken for a Motive of 
ir'Change,ſuch Deteffable Morals ? Whence 
mesit,that your mot famous preachers fearch 
th care, and read with eſteem, the Sermons 
Monſieur d« Moulin , Monſieur Meſtrezat, 
onfieur le Faucheur, Monſieur Daille, Mon- 
ur Gache, and other Miniſters, without 
Wving there found, what Monſieur Arnaud 
proaches us with, although thoſe writings do 
ifly treat of Manners ? Whence comes if, 
at even our Fellow-Citizens of your Religi- 
» that yuur Magiſtrates have hitherto made 
complaint of our Converſation ? How 
mes it ro paſs , that the Edits of His: moſt 
riitian Majeſty have: not ahundred againſt 
dſe-Derteftable Morals 2 And how1s it, : that 
ey ſaffer in the Kingdom ſuch a pernicious , 
regularity , and a Religion, which for its 
lential part hath Morals of that nature ? 
Truly., ' Monfieur Arnaud hath made: a 
ange ſtep, and he ſaith roo much to be be> 
eved. For the crime, which he chargerh/us 
th, is the bl:cielt and tlie moſt 'execrable 
C 2 that 
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that eah be 3maginetl, and never was ſo mi 
ſai4 of the mot -barbarous and the-moſt 
pious Nations. | There are atnong; Hea 
ſome 'infanious peoplez who glory in whiat 
call Vice, and know. not -what we call Vert 
but thoſe Crimes are not authoriſed by L 
and'att ho 'Efſential part of their Relig) 
They 'are people; whonr the Juſtice of 6 
giveth over ro the diſorders of their corr 
ed nature, and who eveh fin not im-many thi 
they do, becauſe they have-no knowleilge 
rule; : re dire& them what they ought rs dc 
tb avoid : But that: Chriſtians, enlightne« 
the Light of the: Goſpel, ſhould make | 
feſſion of Dereflable Murals by a princyl 
#bext Religion, 1s ſo ſurpriſing, that I c 
ho!d telling you again, that Lean hardly 
teive, how Monſitur Arnaud came to fall 
to ſach/ a deluſiony, as' to believe and {j 
It. | 

When he is maintaining againſt us, that 


Senſes and our Reaſon are miſtaken in the ngſj®© 


rer.of the Euchariſt, he is not the onely 
that mathtains its their whole Chureh Cath 
Lame thing : And to: prove this Propofiti 
he 'alledges the Power of God, the Tc 
the Holy Scripture, and the Teſtimoni 
the Fathersz but here Monſieur Arnand ee 
about to do fomething more 3 for. with 
proof, and without miracle he will, that 
Senſes and our Reaſon are perpetually gc 
aRtcay 3. ard although weread and hear 
Exkorcstions to Pigty, Ho:incſs, aftd Reps 
an 
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t 4 he will that theſe things ſpeak nothing of 
noſt What they (peak, and that-rhis is nothing bur 
{cat Wet It Mord l:ty. 
win 1 know, that certain-Spirics of the means 
Vin rank have drawn ridiculous conf; 
y Laure of ſome of our Tenents, and accuſed ug, 
elig&Wkat we make God the Author of Sin 3 thar. 
of (vc make all Sits equal 5 that we deny the ne» 
orrelſity 6f, good Works ; :thar we Preach Li- 
y thi$ectiniſmn, and the infallible aſſurance of Sal» 
ige ation, bow finful ſocver we be 3; bur none 
\ do\RMhath been: yer found, that hath gone ſo far, as 
nedMo pffirm 1h general, that bur Morals are: De» 
e | ble. | 
I NN Lovaft confeſs to you my being. ſur 
irifed . on this occaſion : 1 have, wathour 
ly f®thinking:on it, pur Monſieur Arazud 
zeſt Spirits/ of the laſt rank, who feed bnely 
| ſpgfſon poiſons, - and who cannot ſpeak of thitir 
Advetſaries,” without making Satyres 2 Fot 
atMafter I had written, what you have juſt now 
e m{read, I 'have found a pallage in his Ninth 
yy affBook (Ghap.y. p.931.) which confirms what 
1h have rold you, rouching the defigh of AMMoun- 
ftiHhenr Arnaud of writing out Morals , anff 
en Wreacheth me part of rhe Principles, upon which 
tefapparently be muſt build this great Work. - * 
Joi He ſpeaks 5n that place of Penicential En- 
thY-ereifes, and ſaith, That 48 z not to be wondered, 
t ef #hxt they ſeem warm and Juperſtitcous 10 the Cal. 
of viniſts, 4bat &, to a ſort of peaple who are aſſure; 
of their Satuztion, who þelieve that their grean 
al 1rregularities do not make them looſe the quali;y 
2 C 4 of 
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#« 
both to ſatisfic for the fins paſſed, and to af 
us of our Salvation ; : of which we eftcem 
ſelves to be ſure already without repentance. 
good works. And aShe is not a min'to adv; 
things of this nature without proof, he-afſu 
us.in-the Margent,That all theſe accuſations 
be made good in an expreſs Treaty. 

_-+\ Thus what I was told, that he was buſiei 
writing our Morals, is found true-, and 
the:-execution of what he hath' promiſed | 
this place.  And.it appears alſo by theſe $; 
cimens, that he will: draw up againft us 
ſame accuſations, which I have juſt now ſpok 
Indeed, Sir, this is intolerable, that Mc 
fieur Arnaud ſhould ſo licentioufly abuſe t 
credit he hath'gained,. thar he ſhopldigo ab 
to.imijtate troubling Buſi-bodies,” and\ao n 
;xant ſuch impertinent calumnies,- which. ha 
been ſo often and 10 ſolidly refuted 2 Doth 
.not 'know, that in matter of we bat 
ſuſpition and apparences are not ſufficient, ar 
.that there muſt be poſitive proofs, and as cl 

- *as the Sun? Doth he not remember-what hir 
Felf hath ſaid (in his Second Book, Chap. 6 
f. 153+) That we ought well to diſlingwiſh 

Pls 
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fr es, and Tencts formally main-+ 
's, .- For it cannot be concluded, That thoſe 
\ irgiiiiſo maintain an opinion, maintain all the con- 
not huences of 5t, i 5f- thoſe conſequences are ul de- | 
z 4nd although they vere well deduced, it 
, fuer juft to 3mpute. them to: them, "sf they advow 


i uot," and it do not appear, that they bave 

aſe thts, and approved of them. , 
cm oi Let Monfieur Arnaud rake his m-aſures- 
ce. iy his own Maxim, let him inthe Examen of; 
vauur Morals alledge none , bur, our clear and. 
rmally maintained pafſages, without petti- 
T ie without equivocation, and without 


pnſequences: drawn afrer his phancy ; and: F 
uſeam ſute g that, if he will keep within theſe 
andWounds, as he is obliged to do, his Book will 

ſoon'made, or. rather not- be made at 
II | | 
is tall In the mean time, Sir, although I believe, 
okehat you are too intelligent to have made any. 
|l jadgmient 'of our Morals, upon the Authes 
Mogity, or rather the Paſſion of Monficur <Ar- 


et i, I ſhall, -by way of anticipation, in a 
oeew lines refute the Book he is writing of them, 

and to ſhew you the places whence he muſttake, 
hayWhat we believe in this matter. 


th - We have therefore no other Morals than 

hoſe, which» Feſus Chriſt hath-taught us 3 and 
 anthe Prophets and Apoſtles are our Caſuifts and 
1eaFDottors, which we conſult in-all our difficul- 
unFries. The ſum of theſe Morals is, To love 
Þ. FGod withall our heart, with all our ſoa!, with 
ball our thoughts, and our neighbor as our 
od ſelves, 


. 
_ 
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ſetver, hot dihing v-others what wEwoul | 
OS ws I2 UG) 
- The Aatheatick Atts, whengiee "dex 
ow our Sentiments in this martery, arc 
ion of Fairhzand out Catechiſm 
— Sir, where:you may : fee theſe Mo 
which Monficar Arnaud calls Debeffoblr. 
I am apt to believe, that hewill be alot 
his parrys ant -that you will not be of his « 
nin, when you ſhall have underſtood , 
there we teach,” That God governs and ore 
. ali things by enuf "* 
.  eventhe Wicked and Devi 
* Th zhe Confeſi- * PVzthaut being - the weh 
on rs RT: Sin, and that them wicker 
F tanmnot br inaputed wnto bin 
fence bis VVill 14 the ſupream 
infallible Rule of all equity. That we are rey; 
rared to etoriefs of Life by Faith, which 
ar Grace to trve bolily, and in the fear of Gol 
and- which « ſo far from making ws younſs in 1 
dnny of « good and buly life, that on the contr 
ﬆ begets and excrtts it s1i-ut, nec 
* Carechiſm, Jan pudducig gu * Thy 
ca 35 we ought not to take the Namt o 
God mm vain, nor fpeak of bim, 
i ria $8, W#th fear and bumilnty + * Th 
$8, 27; we ought 10 mortifie oy fleſh, 
j:!t; to remounte and deny aL ay 
«11.0 that ſo God may govern wu by bi 
ibid, Set, os * That wwe owgbt $0 obſern 
Ab, 39, 30. dinance inftitined in th 
| Church for hearing tbe Word | 
God, 
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-gvlations of the Church of Rowe, for the rat 
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eving rommuncon in the Publick Pray» 


2 gt Sacraments © That we to obry Fa-. 
6s py 


if other, > Pr. aſſift them tv 
beſt of rr power + That ave ought not pnely 
fe all, _ and batyed, but lvoe our 
whbor, ' 8nd procure bis Saloation 1pith a fincere 
Bien ; Si ae ought to-nbſtar from. all em- 
ity, a#d keep our ſelves chaſte, not onely 11. 

beed, but oe in tar deftres, _ geftures - 
we. ought not 50 take: an other ans goods,; 

kber by force nor by craft and ul prafiices c 
Ubet perjury and cvil ſhraking ate ſins condemned. 
iy. the Lato of God - That ve ought to be ſo per- 
By, thet 02 oncly evil ations, diſorderly af+ 
Sons, and fimple defires to fin wre blameable, 
but that cven the thoughts, and the ſemple temp- 
tons £0 evel, attbough tve do hot conſent thereto, 
criminal before the ſevere Tribunal of Gods 


 LOEE | 

This, Sit, is the Abridgment of our Morals, 
that make an Eilential part ..of our Religion z 
whith, Lam ſure, you will nat think pow > oy 
and by it you may ſee, how great is the trailf- 
port of Monſieur «Arnaud ,. and. whether 1 
had not eauſe to make this-:1njury one of the 
Motives, which hath made him very ſuſpedtful 
tous, and turned us away from reading, kits 
Book :- Not to inſiſt now, that he hath given 
matter to Monſtcur Cleade of a juſt recrimi- 
nation, and to examine the Morals of the Je- 
arcs, nad [chat of the ]anſeniſts, which have 
raiſtel Yo mach noiſe 5 rogether with the Re- 


of 
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of. the Abſolution 'of every fin; of the | 
of Indulgence , of Difpenſations , and 1 

The third Example, which I ſhall alled; 
is not leſs conſiderable. You know, 'thatt 
Dodtrine of the Goſpel conſiſts in theſe 
points, namely Faith and Repentanee 3- Bel 
and a good Life. Monſieur Arnaud accu 
our Morals to beUeteſtable, and he doth 

Teſs concerning our Dottrine 3 fince he affir: 
That although the Trinity and all the other Myſt 
ries of our Faith be aſſerted 'by innumerable, 
clear, and very convincing proofs: both in Scy 
tare and Tradition, yet wo” vofs "ſound 1 
I in the muths b4 the Calvinifts, who ſo weake 
them by their falſe principles, that they make 1 
mmcapable to dorſioade the Socinvatns and all 
others that are in an error - And one may ſt, 
that theſe deteflable Hereticks have done ny man 
but advanced the pony les, which the Calvinifi 
have furniſh:d them with, by not enduring to Trin 
kept within thoſe arbitrary bounds, to which th Þj prix 
faſt Reformers thought fit to confine themſelves: that 
So that this Herefie may in reaſon be called anfil the 
Extenſion of Calviniſm. Thoſe falſe principles, Þ Hei 
of which he ſpeaks, are, That we renmunce th: thu 
Tradition and <Authority of the Church , and anc 
that we reduce our- ſelves to the Scripture alone, Þ pri 
explained by our Reaſon , and by our privatt Þ of 
Sperit. | | 
| [You cannot but ſee, Sir, that this diſcourſe 

18 altogether injurious, and that firſt of all, it hy 

infinuates into the mindes of thoſe who read 

; it, 
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,as if we had a great Conformity with the 

dans,” and our Religion were an _— 
t of - their Hereſie,ſecing that their Herehi® 

ſaid ro be nothing but an Extenfionof our 

eligion.. Whereas bitherto there hath not 

1, God: be thanked, any conteſtation be- 

ixt us_ about theſe important truths, which 

joſe unhappy men fight againſt 3 and the moſt 

wudent calumny never durſt quarrel with us 

pon this point : And our Confeſſion of Faith, 
ur "Catechiſm, the writings of our Dotors 
painſt theſe Hereticks, and all your own wri- 

ers themſelves do highly juſtifie us. Whence 
hen hath Monſficur «Arnaud this ſullen bitter- 
efs ? —_— think, he ſhall be believed up- 
0n his word, and that an accuſation of this 
nature ſhall be received without proof ? | He 
will ſay, it may be, (and that 1s all that can 
be ſaid, ſomewhat ro excuſe. him ;) That he 
meant not to charge us, as if 'we did formally 
maintain the errors of the Socinians about the 
Irmity., but onely , that we have the ſame 
principles concerning the Rules -of our Faith 3 
©: that both.rhey and we rejeR the Authority of 
"Yy the Church 53 that without this Authority 
©, Heretickes cannot be convinced 3 and that 
thus, - the Socinians being gone out from us, 
and even having driven farther, than we, thys 
| principle, that the Scripture alone is the Rule 
NY of Faith, we have furniſhed-them with arms to 

fight againſt our moſt Sacred Myſteries. 


c Bur jf- he would ſay.,no. more than this,: he 
"I hath: very _ill delivered himſelf, ; and: for ſo 
iy - eloquent 


(46) 
eloquent a man as he is, his Diſcourſe nt 
ras much eonment' ro make it ts be und 
ſtood : For a may ſhall nover conclude 
thing elſe fromtit, but that we partake of 
Hereke of the Socinians, whioh is a meer 
lamny 3 and iris always very ill argued, 
accuſe people of -all the Errors of theſe, wi 
whom they have ſome things eommon : [It 
as'if Tſhoulld ſay, that the Raman Religion 
atexrenfion of the Errors of the Greeks, 
that tt hath advanced their principles, becai 
borh do pray- for- the ' dead, and: you belie 
2 Purgatory , Which is not believed by tl 
Faſtern Churches: It may well 'be ſaid; 
both'have fome common- opinions 3 but ti 
infers nothing for the 'reſt of their Tenents 
And although the - Soeinians eat away the A 
thoriry of Councils,” and of Tradition, fre: 
being Rules of Faith, as well as 'we: do, y 
it cannot be ſaid without injuſhes,] that 'thel 
Hereſfle is an extenſion of our Belict in general, 


AH that ean be coneluded from it, is, that weiÞ# 
have "that principle common 53 which fignifieif 


nothing , foraſinuch as- there: is no Herclie) 
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which hath nor -ſomeciing common with the fÞ*: 


rrue Charch. And nor-to paſs out of our Argu- 


ment ; the Socitnans believe and adore : one Wuay: 


one]y God z they believe, and deſire- Hea- 
ven 5*they believe"and fear Hell, as well at 


we 7 Is4t therefore to be faid, that we there- 


fore hold their other Tenents, which we deteſt 
and. e both,” with' all our power ? | Cer- 
rainfy Monſicur Arnaud hath taken his mea- 
e PS 1 ſure 


LI 
- 
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' Ur | 
Mes in tb# concluſion, but that the Paſſion be 
> of þ 
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very iJÞ.in/ this matter. But, Sir, you 
9/abſcrre. beſides,: that be. not onety mif- 


Ht deery. aur Religion by ſuch an odious 
artfon,.. hath hindred him: to fee divers 
able faults, upan which hehath built that 
ſequence, in ſuch a manner, that there are 
ly mere” lincs. than faults inchis Ratioci- 
\Finſ, Itis not trac, aud. it is even dange» 
_— That the Myſtery.of the Trinity 
tkaeed of Traditian, and of. the Authoriry 
the "Church, If. the holy Scriprures did 
clearlyafſert it,we ſhould always be deubr- 
becauſe that Tradition and the Autharity 

f the Church are not conumon principles, and 
have necd of a great difcuſſion tobe 


FF $coxndly, It is not truc, that we renounce 


radition and the Authority of the Church.in 
point, nor in many others. Our Conteſſion 


-weliÞf Faith receiveth the Greeds of rhe Apoltles, 


f Nice, and - of Athgnafews; the Councils, 


6/ War have confirmed them, .and rhe DoRors, 
Wat have maintained them againſt Rerericks. 


e onely deſire , that whatever men do fay - 
nay.be examined by the Word of God, which 
Isthe onely Rule of our Faith, and: to which 

'Church:is fubjeR, according! to the Senti- 
mcnr of the Fathers, and the cheif Dottors. 
And as yo: the prevate Spirit, . by- which Mon- 
lieu Arnaud Taith we believe the Scriptures 
ar$#10-by expoynded, - that is a mcar es” 

* » Wilc 
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:which hath been" Lo often refutedy.; thatit 
wonder , he (ſhould. amuſe 'people-with 
ki nde of Obj:&ions, 1 8JY . 

Thirdly, Ir 18 not true neither, that the 

cinians do abſolutely reje& the Councils, 
the Fathers, nor that they have advanced 
Principles abour' this point, as Monficur 
naud ſaith 3 their Books are full of. paf 
of the Antients ,. which they - expound 
their way, but they will not ſuffef that t 
ſhould be oppoſed to the holy Script: 
Monficur «Arnaud himſelf cites . a place 

Socinus, . which deſtroys\ 
*® The firſt Book, he ſaith here. * AP i 
Cap. 5, 4g.42« . things (it 1s Sqcinus ſpeak 

of the Fathers, and of 
Councils) and others of the ſame kinde art 
ſerve men of underſtanding and good ſenſe, 
tolet them know, what was "the Faith of 
Church at that time, and to indeice them nat 
recede without reaſon from the Dofrines th 
were then received : But to go about, reſolut 
to maintain opinions againſt the clear Teftim 
of | the Scriptures, becauſe the Fathers approt 
them, us, to endeavor t0 ſubvert deſignedly 
Dinne Truth. | 

 Fourtbly, The Ratiocination:. which 

fieur «Arnaud, maketh upon what I have be 
examining, 1s not ſquare, and cannot be ma 
rained. For though it were truc, that 
-ſhould altogether, reje& the- Authority of Tr 
dition, and of -the Church, . fince- the .Soci 
ans do the ſame, how do we by this princip 
1h ener val 
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witc-inreſpeR of them the proofs of the 
? And how can Monſieur Arnaud 
vine, that we ſhould convince them more 
ly, if we received that Authority, feeing 
they rejet the ſame equally ?Doth he nor 


»w4, that we do not reaſonably combat 
inſt our Adverſaries, by owr principles, but 
ly by theirs, or by common principles, in 
they agree with us? So that, maintain- 

> as Monſicur Arnaud doth,that we weaken 
proofs of the Trinity, by rejeRing the 
writy of the Church, and that if we did 
ive the ſame, we ſhould more ſtrongly ops 
ethoſe Hereticks 3 it is juſt, as I ſhoald ſay, 
a man who ſhould reje& the Goſpel, 

4 weaken-the proofs 'of the Deity and - 
rnation of 7eſus Chriſt, in reſpe& of the 
3 for it 1s the. ſame thing to diſpute 

t the Socinians by Tradition fince they 
hounce it, as to diſpute againſt the Feres by 
Goſpel which they. believe not. Before we 
" a& by the authority of: a principle, it is 
eſſary, that all -the +parties ſhould agree 
it; or we muſt prove the authority of 


t'principle. 

Thus you ſce, that Monſieur Arnaud, to 

ke an-odious compariſon” to our diſadvant- 

We, hath drawn a faife conſequence, and built 

on falſe Propoſitions. 

"You will ſay doubtlefs, that theſe Reaſons, 

ich regard the out-work of Monficur «Ar- 
4 Book; his particular condu, - his way 

* Writing, his reſentments, and his perſonal 
tl —_ diffcrerces 


_ 
differences with Monficur Claude , dos b 
- weaken the ſubſtance of the truth he ined 
eſtabliſheth, nor the proofs of the Book of am 4 
Perpetuity, and thar, that at leaſt muſt Wore ii 
——_ ſome 1mpreſſion on thoſe, who have 

the leiſure and care of reading it all; and 
you know, that I am of that number, you we 
alſo know, what I think of that, and will 
be content te know onely, what others h 
ſaid or might have ſaid of it. 

It is eaſie, Sir, to ſatisfte you alfo int 
point, and I ſhall therefore add to the fon 
Reflexions, ſuch other Obſervations as ſhall 
you ſee, that when Monficur CArnauds þ 
ſhall be conſidered onely in its Effential p 
ſevered from all the ObjeQions I hayct 
examining , the weakneſs of his proofs : 
reaſonings, (which are, often enough, ve 
embaruſling and-contradiQory ) doth ther 
ſo evidently appear, that 'he could not cx 
from it a very favorable ſucceſs. 

Bur, Sir, you will remember, if you plea 
what you defired of me, and what I promil 
you 3 which is, you know, that I undert: 
not to examine Monſficur «Arnauds Boo 
#bat concerns Monſieur Claude particularlf.___ 
who will acquit himſelf, I am ſure, very wh - 
and very generouſly of it. My+»delign oncly 
to rell you, what effe@& this Bogk hath h 
amongſt us, and how it hath been received! 
us, together with the Reaſons in genera 
which have kept it from making that fam 
progreſs, which you thence exſpeted.” Wh 


ha 
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th been obſerved of ir already, hath fur* 
iſhed Reaſons conſiderable enough, and what 
« 8 am going to note further, will furniſh other 
it More important- ones, becauſe ir will more 

arly touch the Ratiocinations of - Monficur 

frnaud about the Ground of the Defence of 

$ Book concerning the Perpetwity. 


i 


% 


2). 


 -The Fifeh Reflexion. 


You know, Sir, that the only defign of © 
Book about the perpetuity of the Faith of 

* Cathalick Church concerning. the Euchariſt, 
of the Treatiſes .whici have been written 
terwards tor its defence by M. Arnaud, 1; 

ſhew, that the Change, which We ſay hath 
pen d 1n this point, 1s 1mpoſſible, and notty 
but a Chimera and Fittion of our Miniſters, 
You know alſo, that the two Grounds 


this propoſition do conſiſt, in the Union ofiÞ* 


Greek Churches (about this point) with 
Latin Charch at the time, at which we 
ſign this change , which is in the ninth 
tenth Century zand in the Diſtin&belicf,whi 
all-the people of the Woxld had then andt 
fare, of the Real Prefbice of the Body 


Feſus Chrift in the Euchariſt, in conſequence Y®'*:"* 


which he was there adored by all Chriſtians 
To ſpeak the trath, this was no ill fetch, 
if 1t were well proved, the conſequence 
which are drawn from thence, would be ve 
ſtrong: For, it is not to be conceiv d, it” 
an Innovation of this nature ſhould inſenſiibi 
flide into the Univerſal Church; that 
Greeks, ſeparated from the Latins, ſhoul 
| have taken new Tenents from theſe,whichth 
look*d no otherwiſe upon than irreconcileabW 
encmtes ; tat none ſhould hav2 percciv'l 
| etl 
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ther "that the one. part did no longer adore 

Fat made their chief worſhip, and the prin- : 

pal ſubje& of the ordinary Adoration of; all 

ations, or that the other parr did begin to 

lore what, they were not wont to adore, and s 

hich was nothing but, a,creature.z' or laſtly, if 

Change ſo confiderable-had; been percelv'd, 

at all the World ſhould have remain'd in 

lenc? 3 that no. publick complaints, ſhould 

ye ben made on one or the other fide 3, aad 

t there ſhould have been no Councils aſſem- 

led to remedy it, as was done when Beren- 

4; W&r oppoſed himſelf in the Eleventh Age to 

te Opinion of- the Roman Church about this 

on; 

And therefore M Claude, who ſaw very 

ell, that theſe Principles could not be ax8 

without ſome prejudice*to him ,. deny 'd 

jem both, and maintain*d, that the Greeks 

1d uot acknowledge Tranſabſtantiation, be- 

auſe this is the only medium you admit to 

take men believe the Real Preſence, . ſuch as 

ou receive it ; that Paſchaſeus, the. Introdu- 

r-of this opirion, doth not-cſtablilh it but 

y.crafr, by keeping the ancient termes, .and 

-way of cxplication of the Faith of his Pre- 

:cefſors 3 that th: Adoration. which is oOppos- 

d a$;an invincible medium ' to make, p2oplec 

nd the Change, if there had been any, was 

W20:nown to. the Greeks and Latins ot taat 

ime. 

But what injurious reproaches hath not M* 

laude expoſed himſe f to by this denyal * 
| W h3* 
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What ftorms and tempefſts hath he not raif 
The Schooles did never ſo much exclaime 
painſt the opinion of the Morion of the Ex 
Ard if he had openly maintained in the Pu 
at Charenton, that Pars was deſtroycd,and 
no more any being in nature ; or that *tis 
ry dark at full: noon” when rhe” Sun ſhin 
brighteſt, and the Air is leaſt- over-caft, 
could' not have been accuſed of a gre; 
\blindnef6, and a more ridiculous temeri 
than to advance, that the Greeks did not! 
lieve Tranſubſtantiation, the Local Preſen 
and Adoration, in the ninth and tenth Cem 
ry,and that they have ſtil! the ſame Sentim 
Indeed, ſaith M. Arnaud on this occaſion, 
his Refutation, p. 465.) Ti not tolerabl: 
advance evident falfitics with that confidena 
zeitbout alledging proofs, and a man can bat 
_ recede more Now ncerity. | 
Bur, if the proofs, he produceth himſelf 
theſe rwo Eſſential points, conclude nothin 
and are not neceſſary, neither by our Priic 
ples,nor by his own if he himſelf deftrc 
by his own Maxims what hath been eſtablif 
in his Book of the Perpetwity; may we not { 
that his wrath 1s unjuſt, that he kath' enſnar: 
himſelf in hjs own net, that he evidently cc 
tradidts himſelf, that his Book of the Peype 
ty can produce no effef, and that his dcten 
is weak, and to no purpoſe ? 
| Let us then briefly examine theſe two Cap 
tz! and ſole Grounds of his Book of the Þ: 


petui - 
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wity, and Jet us refute them by M. Arnaud, 
«r own Defendant. 

The Firſt confſiits, as I ſaid, in the Union of 
Greeks with the Church of Rome about the 
it -in rhe time of Paſchaſim, whom we 
rm to have introduced 'in the Ninth Cen- 
7 the opinion-of the Subſtantial Preſence, 
4 of Tranſubſtantiation 5 and which gor 
th, and increaſed, and diffuſed it ſelf 

rough all the Weſt, during the Tenth Age. 
'Tis pretended, that this Change could not 
made, becauſe the Oriental Churches had at 
jat time the ſame belief which we now oppoſe, 
id which they cduld not receive from Paſchs- 
, nor the Latin Church, ſecing they had 
haps nevec heard of the former,nor ſeen his 
ook, neither were they in a condition to 
ceive from the latter any Change in their Te- 
nts,by reaſon of the animoſity which was be- 
ween theſe Churches ; On the contrary, the 


nWreeks would have been very glad to have ex- 


7 


laim'd againſt the condu@ ot the Latins, if 
hey had met with ſo fair an occafton, ſince 


Wh:y deeiared and publiſhr their demeanour in 


riting about far fſlighter matters. 

To deſtroy this ratioeination , which- is 
rong, if it were true 3 We have aſſerted,that 
either at the time af Paſchaſeus, nor in the 
pllowing Century, the Echiſmaticx Churches 
id at all believe Tranſubſtantion, nor the 
\(loration of the Sacrament. So that, it M. 

rnaud docs not prove this Propoſition, the 
6x(t Pillar at kis Edifice in the Book of the 


D 4 Perpeturg, 
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- ah | = 
—_— "3 x oY of; 
[3 i. » _- Z * - 


Perperuity, falls to, rhe ground; But, if it 
himſelf that furniſhes moſt of the Inſtrume 
to pull down this Pillar, his. Enemies / 
diſcourſe of. it ſufficiently, and his Friet 
as You, Sir, and I, who have a great e 
for him, ſhall nat be able ro forbear call 
him. the Deſtroyer of his own wor«manſhip. 

Let us therefore examine the Proots 
alledgeth-of the Opinion of the Orientals,c: 
c:rning theſe weighty:points, in the Ninth a 
Tenth Age 3 for . the Controverfie 1s not 
other Ages, and the force of the ratiocinati 
of the Perpetuity-Book is alrogether conh 
to theſe two Centuries. 

. For the Ninth, M. Arnaud produceth 1 
teſtimony of Nicephorus, Patriarch of Confta 
##nople, of whom: he citeth two paſſages, 
ken out. of two of his Treatiſes againſt the 
noclaſts,(Image-breakers)who called the Brea 
and Wine of the Euchariſt, the Figures 


*.- 


call 
me of 


Images of the Body of Feſus Gbrif#; Thel 


paſlages are reducible to theſe four Propolit 


ONS. 

The Firſ#, That the Image and the thi 
thereby repreſented are altogether oppoſite 
in ſo, much, that *ris a folly to maintain, tl 
they 'are the ſame thing. 

The Second, That it ſometimes the Br 
and Wine were call d the Images and Ant 
types of the Body and Blood of Feſus Chriſ 
that was before the Conſecration. 7 

The Third, That Nicephorus and the otht! 
Greeks, adverſaries to the Iconoclaſts, di 


no! 


Or { 


Jeſus 


TL 
1 
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Uni 
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#99 
'call- the Oblations deſigned for the 'Sacra* 
nr of the Euchariſt, the Image of the Body 
Chriſt, but the Body of Chriſt it ſelt. 
ie Fourth, T hat theſe Oblations are changed 
o th: Body and Blood of Feſus Chrift, airer 
ſame manner as the Bread and Wine arc 
nverted into our ſubſtance. 
M. Arnaud bears himſelf much upon theſe 
areffions; which are nothing bur Copies of 
e Diſcourſes of the Farhcrs xn the ſecond 
puncil of Nice againſt the Iconoclatts ; Mean 
ic T am ſure, that not only he would be un- 
Ning to maintain in earneſt any of theſe 
zur propoſitions, bur alſo rhat he direaly op- 
pſeth them in his Treatif2. 
The firff, That the Image is different from 
at it repreſents, and that it cannot be grant» 
[, that what Jeſus Chriſt bath given us to eat , 
ould be both rogether his Image and his 
ody, is a Truth not to be conteſted, in what 
Menſe ſoever'ir be taken. Nicepborus mates 
ſe of it to 1]] purpoſe, to prove againſt the 
conoclaſts, that there 1s in the Euchariſt, atter 
ie Conſecration, neither Figgre, nor Image , 
or antitype, but only the Body and, Blood' of 
eſu Chriſt, becauſe he believed the Impanas» 
woof the Word, that is, that the Bread and 
WV ine were perſonally united to the Body and 
Blood of Teſus Chriff, and made one and the 
ame Body and Blood, by this Hypoſtarical 
Union. - 
But M. Arnaud, who is not of this opinion, 
annot alledge for himſelf the optuton of this 
Author, 


_ 08) 
Author, which agreeth not-at all with the 
lief of the Roman Church: And therefore 
avoweth every where, that there is Figure 
Antityp2 even after the Conſecration , 
maintains againſt rhe poſition of Necephor 
that the Euchariſt is Figure and Truth, 
and Body both toge h-r. 

I know very' w2ll, that to ſave Nicept 
and the Second Council of Nice blameleff, 
having condemned their Adverfaries, beca 
they had called the Eucihariſtical Oblations 
"_—_— and Image, aithough according to 

rnaud there was on2 popular ſenſe of- the! 
word:, which was excluſive of the 'verity, ai 
another popular ſenſe, which was not excluliy 
when they were apply'd to the Euchariſt(wh 
in it would be hard to ſave himſelf from a m 
nifeſt contradiftion: ) I know very well, I 
that M. Arnaud ſuppoſeth, that at the timer 
the IL. Council of N:ce and of Nicephoryu, t! 
word Figure and Image, whic1 was not excli 
five of the verity, was very rare, and tha 
therefore the Iconoclaſts would not vſe it,lc 
thoſe expreſſions ſhould be taken in the othet 
popular ſeaſe, which 1s excluſive of the veri 
ty. 

To this I anſwzr two things 3 one, that thi 
Diſtin&tion of Figure excluſive,- and not ca 
cluſive of the Verity, was unknown to thoſ 
Authors ( the Adverſaries of the Imag 
breakers, ) and to others , who maintain'd 
that the Euchariſt was not an Image and Ant! 


type : And M, Arnaud 'maketh them thi 
| an 


—_ 
the Wi fay, what they never thought nor ſaid ;. 
tory never imagin'd this difſtintion , nor 
ureaMer declared themſelves abour ir, after the 
| , aMnner that M. Arnaud would have it ; their - 
phoreiſpute would have been at an end in a mo- 
 ImuWent, or rather there would kave been no diſ- 
te between them, ſecing the Fathers of thar 
ept il of Nice and Nicephorus had no more to 
f, (ll but to tell the Image-breakers, thar 1t was 
ecalWae, that the Bread and Wine of the Eucha- 
lon Wit were Images and Figures of the Body and 
to Mifood of Feſus Chrift, but thar they were 
 theWnages which contain'd'the Trura it ſelt: their 
'y ifference would have been thereby detcr- 
lulhind, fince M. Arnaud believeth, that the 
vhereFconoclaſts did at the bottom agree with their 
a mWdverſarics. 
I ſo This therefore is not the ſenſe of the Greeks, 
me oFho have alerted, that there was no Figure in 
«, thihe Euchariſt 3 bur, their opinion was, that 
2xcluWhere was neither Figure exclulive,nor Figure 
ncluſive 3 neither Subſtarc2, nor Accidegrs 
o[eaWpf the common Bread, and that rhere was no- 
otheeWhing but the Body of Feſus Chri/?, that is,that 
veritthe Bread was truly his Body by an Hypoſta- 
ical, union. And this is evident by all the 
 thifexpreſſions of thoſe mzn ; which I hope to 
' elFprove more largely anorher time. 
hoſſ# - I anſwer ſecondly , That the reaſon, which 
ageW@M. Arnaud produceih to excuſe Nicepborws and 
"d {Withe Council of Nice, is not true : Theſe very 
nt-Wzermes ( of Images, Figures and. Anritypes) 
mz, ſaith he, in the ſeventh Boo, Chap. 7, 
and pa. 708z 


(66) | 
pa. 708, become leſs ordinary, would have 
pear *d uffenſive, becauſe the underſtanding | 
ding nu more to #t, they beget no moye but th: | 
of what they preciſely fignific ; and therefor 
i not to bs wondred, that the Fathers of 
Council of Nice were ſcandalized at the 1 
Image, which the Iconoclaſts employ” d becauſe 
appears by the Authors of the ſeventh Age, th 
it Twas but little uſed in reſpef to the Euchari 

But whence is it that M.. Arnaud hath learn 
that at that time the Word Image applyed 
the Euchariſt was fittle uſed ? He cannot þ 
dace one only Author for it. .For, to i 
that the Euchariſt is not an Image, as An 
fius Sinaita doth, that conc'udes. nothing, þ 
cauſe” that Anaſtaſius acknowledged in t 
Euchariſt no Figure at all,neither excluſive n« 
incluſrve 3 nor did he ever ſay, that this wor 
Image was no more in uſe in-his time, thou! 
It had' been theretofore 3 on the contrary, 


maintains, that, if the Euchariſt have beat; 


call*d an Image, that was b:fore the Conſec 
tion, that is, before it was the Euchariſt. Ar 
this Anaſtaſius hath bezn alledged to ill pu 
poſe, as alſo ſame other Authors that hav; 
follow'd him, to prove, that the word Imagt 
apply*d to the Eucharilt, was little in uſe,fin 
he denyeth, it was ever uſed. 

Beſides, Is not this obſervation plainly rf 
futed by the Council of Conſtantinople, again 
which that of Nice was called together , finct 
that in this Aſſembly, compoſed of more th 
300 Biſhops, the word Image is given tot 

Euchariſt! 
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ichariſt ? Is not ſuch a conſiderable nums 
xx of Biſhops rather to be believed concern- 
g what was in uſc in their time, than two or 
ree particular Authors ? And, if they have 

ed the Euchariſt an Image of the Body and 

ood of Jeſus Chr:i/?, is not that a convincing 
oof, that the popular ſenſe, which it had in 
is reſpet until then, as M. Arnaud will haye 

, did obtain ftl1l, and that therefore this ex- 

reſſion was blamed to ill purpoſe by the Fa- 

ers of Nice, and by Nicephorus ? 

\Bur, let us go no further than to M. Ar- 
aud, to find the refutation of what he hath 
ajd concerning this matter 3 he will free us 
om all painhimſelf,and furaiſh us with an an* 
wer, Which he cannot refuſe without diſown- 
38 his reaſons. 

[ou ſaw but lately in the paſſage I related 

ut of him, that, according to his opinion, 
e are not to wonder, that the Fathers of rhe 
[. Council of Nice, and the Patriarch Nice-+ 
wrys, were ſcandalized at this,that the Coun- 
11 of. Conſtantineple, held by the Iconoclaſts , 
ad called the Bread and Wine in the Euchas 
Wiſt a Figure and Image , for as much as from 
he Seventh Age that word was little more in 
ule as to this matter, 

But then M. Arnaud, remembring no more 
his anſwer, aſſerts on the contrary, That we 
wreinthe wrong, when we alledze for our de- 
ence the Paſſages of the Fathers, wherein the 
Symbols are call d by the name of Figure * And 
What we cannot thence corc'ude, (in bis tenth 
Buok, 
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Book, cap. 4; pa. 22.) that therefore the ] 
of Chriſt is not there incloſed, becauſe, be 
that the ſame Language 1 found in the ſee 
and eighth Ages, 1t is found alſo im the cle 
«Age,and at the time when they were conden 
who denied the Real preſence, and yet thoſe, 
were the greateſt Enemes of the Error of 
renger , wzre neither offended nor ſcandalizel 
#, | ; | 
So that when it pleaſeth M. « Arnaud, t 
terme of Figure and Image had no more 
from the time of the Seventh Age, that poj 
lar ſenſe, which made 1t to be receiv*d and 
the notion of a Figure, inclofing the Tru 
and therefore the Fathers of the IT. Council 
Nice, and Nicephorus, had reaſon to be { 
dalized at it in the Esghth and Ninth Age 3 a 
atterwards when he pleaſeth, this ſame wor 
was 1n uſe in the ſeventh and eighth Age, 2 
even in the cleventh, and was employed wit 
out any offence or ſcandal. 

This ſhews ſufficiently , how much Paſſi 
and eagerneſs of Viftory, whatever 1t may col 
cloudeth in great Wits the light they had 
ceiv d either trom Nature or Grace, | 
' The ſame proves alſo, that the Second Pre 

poſition out of the paſſage of Nicepborus, 1 


not more rcaſonab'e : For it is not trac, tht : 


the Symbols were nor call'd by the Fathers / 


titype, Figure and Image, but only before tha” 


Conſecration 3 The contrary might eaſily bt 
proved; but it is needlef, fince M. Arnaud 
r00 intelligent not to know a thing of this n 

rure 
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re, candidly acknowledgeth the error of 
Vicepborus, and of the Fathers of Nice in this 
patter. See his ſeventh. Book , Chap. 7. p. 

os. and Ch, 8. fg. 717. | F 

The two laſt Propoſitions, drawn out of the 

age of Nicepborus, viz. That the Bread 
nd Wine are truely and properly the Body 

id Blood of Jeſus Chrift , and that it be- 

pines ſuch by the vertue of the Holy Spirit , 
hanging theſe Oblations into the Body and 
Blood of Chrilt, even as the Bread and Wine, 

d Water, are changed into our ſubſtance : 
Theſe two Propoſitions, I ſay, will appear to 
76u more formal for your Belief, and more 
xpre(6 to prove the intentisn of M. Arnaud; 

do not, I pray, ſtand upon the out-ſide, 
2r the Exterior ſenſe of theſe wordsz con- 
ider them attentively, and you 1 find, that 
heſe two opinions are as contrary tu their 
Joarine as to ours. 

Firft, It is not true, according to you, that 
he Bread is the Body of Feſus Chrift 3; and 
I challenge Monſieur Arnaud , to produce 
ne onely one of your Doors, that approveth 
iis Propoſition. On the contrary, all are as 
reed amongſt you, that the word tha, in this 

wnciation of our Saviour, Take, eat, this is 

Body, doth not fignific, This Eread: And 
hen your Writers do alledge the paſſages of 
Whe Fathers, which ſay, That the Bread ts the 
Body, to prove the Reality, thzy give explt- 
tions to-this manner ot ſpeaking , becauſe 


t cannot be true, being taken 1n this ſenſe , 
| That 
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That the Bread is the Body 3 for, it is 
certain, That the Body of Feſus Chrift is 
mad: of. Breal , | that the ſubſtance of 
Bread is not his Body , tbat the Accide 
which you take for the Symbols, Signs, Figure 
and Images of the Body of Chrift, arc ng; 
neither, nor indeed can be. 

Secondly, What Nicepborus ſaith of 
Converſion of the Bread into the Body 
| Fu Chri#, after the manner of the change 

cat into our Subſtance, is a meer Para 
amongſt you, as well as amongſt us; the 7 
ſubſtantiation hath nothing like it, and inſt 
of changing the ſubſtance of the Bread 1 
the Body of Chrift , it wholly deſtroys tl 
Subſtance, and reduccth it ro nothing , 
ſubſtitute in licu of it the Body of Je 
Chriſt, after an-inviſible and incomprehenſit 
manner, Thus, Sir, you ſee, that this i 
Teitimony of the Belief of the Greeks inti 
Ninth Age, depoſeth nothing in favor of Mc 
ſieur Arnaud, fince himſelt dareth not mal 
tain any one of its Propoſitions. 

This Reflexion may ſerve for Anſwer 
the Second and third Teſtimony of Monlic 
Arnaud, | 

Theodore Abucara , Biſhop of the Lai 
ſpears like N:cepborus (in the Seventh Book 


Monſieur Araaud, Chap. g. ' pag. 719, 720 


viz. That the boly Spirit deſcends wpon the 0 
Izizons, and by the Fire of bis Divinity, 
verts the Bread and Wine into the _ | 
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L, and do b:lieve what you believe not. 


wa of 7 o 4 be Noma 
4 of Feſus uſ# as the ſlomach 
nigeth the Do doch tc £M Bd. 
And Peter of Sicily, ſpeaking of the Pauli- 
s Heretic:s , who ſaid , That inſtead of 
rad and Wine, Feſus Chrift had given nothing 
words to be inſtead of Symbolsand Figures, 
th, They deny thedreadful and divine Trans 
Wantiation of the Body and Blood of our Lord, 
ich is made in the Myſteries. And in another 
ce,The Bread,ſiith hes preſented viſibly upon 
fltar, and the Holy Ghoſt deſcends inwifibly, 
Bifying the Oblations, and making them, not 
r Amitypes, but the very Body and Blood of 
f Lord, and our God. 
T grant, that they ſpeas not in theſe terms 
Charenton, but Manficur Arnaud muſt alſo 
wwledge with the ſame fincerity, that nei» 
r do they ſpeak ſo in the Sorbonne, -and that 
ere they will never ſay, That afcer the Con- 
ration there is no Figure and Antitype in 
e Sacfament , and that the Body of Feſus 
mſf# is made of Bread, as our Bodies arc 


huriſhed and increaſed by the meat we eat. 
hd this ſufficeth me to ſhew, That theſe 


timoniies are uſeleſs to Monſicur Arnaud ; 


r, he hath undertaken to prove , That the 
reek Church was in the Ninth and renth Ages 
"the ſame opinion, which now obrains in rhe 
harch of Rome, about the Reality, Tranſub- 
Mmbation, and Adoration. This is his main 
pundarion, and tieſe Teſtimonies are not ab!e 
ove it, becauſe they are nor of your opint- 


If 
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If you ſhall ask me, what then was + 
Belief in this poinr, I will tell you, that fy 
«Anaſtaſius Sinaita, and poſhbly betore, 
Greeks did believe, that the Bread. was by 
ſtatically united tro the Budy of Feſwus Cl 
making by this means one-and the ſame Bod 
as the Body of Feſus Chrift, united to the 
viniry , doth conſtitute one onely Perf 
which maketh that we ſay, Man 1s God, 
God is Man. Some did dectare theme 
moregroſly and more rudely than others, 
rathec carried this opinion to unconceiy 
extravagancies, and to affrighttul Errat 
For, they believed, that by reafon of 
Change, and of this Aﬀfumption of the B 
inro "the. Body of Chriff, which made it 
and the ſame Body, this Body of our Sayi 
was ſeen, felt, eaten, bruuſed by the Tex 
and-in the Stomach reduced to the condity 
of common meat. , 

Theſe, Sir, are the Teſtimonies , wi 
Monſicur « Arnaud reciteth to prove, thati 
Greeks in the Ninth Age were of your opl 
on. Judge you, whether he hath hir well; 
let him not ſay now, that -we attribute tot 
Greeks amiſs,- the Herehe of Stercoranſm. 
hope to ſhew that in another picee; here. I 
content my ſelf to prove it by Monficur 
naud himſelf, who contradidts himſelf int 
point ſo evidently, that I am altogether 1 
priſed at-his not perceiving it, or that he hi 
not been advertiſed of it by ſo many Lear 


Biſhops, and Dottors of the Sorbonne , .\ 
5 ha 
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as thilave- given him their Approbation with ſo 
hat filfflmuch pomp, and will perſwade us, that they 
Ye, Wave read his Book very attentively. Indeed, 
s by good advertiſement upon that and the like 
« Chifother contradiftions, would have been much 
 BodWnore ad vanragious to him, than all their En- 
the Meomiums: ' But let us make proof of this Ac- 
erſacuſarion. , 
d, MM Monſieur Claude anſwering the ObjeRtion 
nlelMWrawn from the pretended union of the. Greeks 
ers, Wand Latins in the Council of Florence , hatl- 
Waid, That if by vertue of this union the 
'rroffWErecks ſeem to have tacitly ſuffered the Tran- 
ubftantiation of the Latins , the Latins have 

wiſe ſuffered the Stercoraniſm of the Greeks, 
id that. there was no more reaſon to 'cony 
avigclude from thence , that rhe Gres&ks are Tran- 
I ceifubſrantiators , than that the Latins are Sters» 
dirgeor amis. LH | 
" Hereupon Monficur «Arnaud iſſerts,, (in 
wighis Fourth Book, Chap.3. pag.356-) That this 
ati MStercoranſm of the Greeks #s_ @ meer Chimera, 
opuwhich bath not any ſolid ground z that it is truc, 
5 bat Hubert ' bad accuſed Nicolas of 3t, - but that 
to Mihat zvas from a conſequence at random, and 
mn. Wibat ther: appears not any trace or ſign of ut 18 
| (Malt the Writings of the Greeks. And ſome Lines 
after he affirms, That it i a- thing very falſe, and 
n thi very improbable, that the Greeks bave hls this 
- {af Error. He had aſſerted the ſame thing before 
half (in kis Second Book, cap.6.) 1n anſwering an 
rifaccuſition of Cardinal Hubert , who did, ob- 


jet to Nicolas this Stercoraniſm , and of 
ny E 2 Dalger, 
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Dalger , who. chargeth all the Greeks 
with, 

But now, as if Monſieur «Arnaud were 
mated by two oppoſite Spirits, or had loſt WMhon 
memory, he hath changed his minde fince Who 
Fourth Book to the Seventh. We are g 
to finde him to be» in a good underſtand 
with Mcnſicur Claude about this point, 
to confirm what juſt now he called a p 
Chimera, and a thing very falſe, and veryi 
probable. 

Examining the difficulties, which occur 
a paſſage of Anaſtaſius, 'a Religious Man 
Mount Sina, which he had alledged to n 
out the Belicf of the Greeks of the Seve 
Age, and not being able to extricate himſe 
he is conſtrained, after Monficur ds Marca, 

rant , that this Authur was a Stercoran 
elieving, That the Body of Feſus Chriſt \ 
corruptible in the Sacrament 3 and he end 
vors alſo to prove, That this was the opinic 
of cAnaftafiue, by comparing other places( 
the ſame Author. He alledges the examy 
which he had already produced elſwhere 
that Sicidite Fryar, who taught under the E 
peror Alexius Funor , that the Body of Fe 
Chrift was corruptible, and who had at tl 
t1me ſome Followers, (in his Seventh Book, Ch 
2. pag 629.) And thence he concludeth, 
* would not be at all ftrange, the like thoug 
Were come into the minde of Analtafſius Sinaits 
He confirms the ſame thing in his diſcourſt 
upon the Book of Bertram ( whic' is in tt 
- Twelſt 
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zelfth Book of this Volume, Chap. 3. f:33-) 


e pong of the Belief of thoſe,againſt 
ot Whom he thinks Bertram had written , and 
ce ho imagined, as he eſteems, that there was 
gol vail nor figure at all 1n the Euchariſt, and 
lat the objet of Faith was not diſtinguiſhed 
, afom that of Senſe, and that the very Body of 
buſt was properly ſeen and felt, he adds, 
| way gather from divers places of thys piece, 
t this opinion, though If, alls yet na- 
ally enough into the minde, fince it ſeems it 
t of Anaſtaſius Sinaita , 41d. of thoſe othey 
veks pho bave ſaid afterwards, that the Body 
Feſuw Chrift was corruptible in the Euchariſt ; 
p that there 1s no cauſe to wonder, that there 
e men in the Ninth Age, which und:rſtood 
Eucharift in the ſame ſence, as it was under - 
of many Greeks. 

Thus you may ſee it ſufficiently proved, 
hat Monſicur Arnaud aſſerts in one place, 
hat there have be:n Greeks Stercoran;ſis, and 
| another, that Stercoran:ſm is a Chimera, and 
hat there appears not any trace of it in their 
ritings, When you ſ:c him, Sir, you may 
« of him the untying of this contradiftion. 
ut let us ſee, whether the Teſtimonies of the 
enth Aze will be more favorable to him 
an thoſe of the Ninth, we have been exami- 
ereciteth but two of them 3 but both do 
vor of the barrcnneſs of the Deſerts, whei.c2 
we hath taken them, and they are uſeleſs, and 

ſ:rve rather pitry tt.an anſver, 
_ The 


-- 
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The firſt (inthe Seventh Book, Chap. g. yy 
522, and in the Retutation, pag. 243. 
drawn out of anExtra@ of the Life of 
«Anchorite called Luc, who being gone to 
ſalt the Archbiſhop of Collen, to know what 
ſhould do to receive the Divine Myſterig 
that Archbiſhop anſwered him, That / by 
snevitable neceſſity a Prieſt could not be bad u 
their Mountain , they muſt put on the ſa 


Table the Veſſ:l, wherem the pre-ſanfified M 


fteries are, then ſpreading a Linnen Cloth, i 
muſt lay down the ſacred little parts, and þb 


ing incenſe, they muſt ſing Pſalms ſutable to 


Myſtery, or the Canticle called Triſagion, -to 
ther wth the Creed ; then adoring it by benk; 
three times the knees, and joyning the hands, ti 
all take with their mouth the ſacred Body 
Teſus Clriſt our Lord, See how Monſieur 
n8ud hath circd this paſſage in his Refurtati 
of the Firſt Book of Monfieur Claude, whe 
you finde the word advring in bigger Lette 


to ſhew the importance of it ; and that ther 


in conſiſts the torce of the Argument, which 
taken out of this place. Monfieur Claude d 
complain of it in his Anſwer, and accuſed 
Author of Falſification, becauſe the word 
doring 1s not in the Greek. | 
_ Is 1t not true, Sir, that if, before havi 
ſeen the Book of Monſicur Arnaud, this di 
ference had been barcly related. ro You, al 
.you had been well perſwaded, that this wo 
wh:ch 15 conteſted , 1s not in the Texc, y 
would doabtlefs have. believed at firft, 

' Moaſie 
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5 tonficar Arnau4 was roo candid not to own 


3.) Wrankly, that the Zaten Interpreters, which he 
of Mollowed, made him err, and that he ſhoald 


o clfifſhaye' conſulted the Greek Text in an allega- 
vharMrion of that conſequence : Yet you may ſee, 


crigWthar your conjecture would have bzen in vain, 
by Wfince Monfieur Arnaud doth not yield to rhe 
1 wtrach which he ſeeth, but labors to confirm this 
ridudtion by windings and turnings, and by 
JI MiSfubtleties unworthy a man of his underſtand- 
» þ Ing and credit. 


bl 
bud Let us fre:1y avow, Sir, that the ſpirit .of 
man is a ſtrange piece 3 there is no evidence, 
he will not darken ; no darkneſs, for which he 
will not pretend to finde lighr, when he findcs 
bimſeif engaged ro maintain what ke hath ad- 
vanced, and believeth, That it were a ſhame 
for him to retreat one ſtep in the face of his 
adverſary 3 bur let us avow alſo, Thai truth” 
hath. an admirable power, and if ſhe be not 
rel always crowne(l by the hands of her own ene- 
hen mics, ſhe is often oppoſed with ſo much weak- 
<M neſs, that ir is caſte ro1ſec heradvanrage, and 
: (@ wirhal' the perplexities entangling' thoſe who 
14 refiſt her mortons. 3 
d Youſee here a manifeſt example. Monfieur 
BW Arnzud grants, that in the Text there is one- 
rin 1y this, And thew bending the knees three times ; 
i and thatthe word adoring is not there; and yct 
h2 goes about ro maintain this Tranſlation. 
Is not this an cff:&t of that ſelt-love , which 
wlll cilts away many of the greateit men, aud 
My Which IS NCVCTr Ind down but 1a 0ur grave 4 
e FRY + Can 
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Can it be the ſole palfion of conteſting 
Monfieur Claude even of the cleareſt thin 
What may have ob.1zed him to be obſti; 
againſt ſuch anevidence? Can it be -a de 
of hisunderſtanding, and can he ſeriouſly} 
lieve, that a Tranſlator hath the liberty t 
to add to his Texr, and fo ſtrangely to ſatiy 
it by a paraphraſe 'anad an exphcation of 
own phancy, under the pretence .of hayi 
tranſlated it according to the Senſe, and ng 
according ro the Letter ? Or can he beliewli 
that to bend the knees, may be faithfully rendre 
by the word adore ? You may 'make ſuch Re 
flexions upon it as you pleaſe 3 as for me, 
am altogether perſwad:d, that Monfieur 
naud is deceived, and that he faith nothing 
maintain his Propofition, but what is extrear 
ly weak. Bar fince I have not undertaken t 
reiutc his Book, aid that that were to uſu 
the right of Monſicur Claude, I keep my ſel 
within the ſabje of this Letter. 
For this purpoſe, you will pleaſe to of 
** ſerve two things, which will ſhew you the de 
lufion of Monhicur Arnaud in the A.lezatic 
of this pa lage. 
Firſt, That according to the truth o* the 
, Text he concludeth nothing, nor proveth a 
all the point, for which it 1s cired 
Secondly, That even according to the fa 
Latin Tranilation, which Monficur Arnaw 
hath followed, it is alledged to 111 purpoſe, 
and mateth no.hing tor the opinion of the 
3r6cks. 


T here 
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There needs no grear diſcourſe to prove 
eſe two trurhs 5 a little common ſenſe is 
ficient to difcover their evidence. 

'For firſt, all that can be drawn from the 
ze place, is this, That the Zucharsft is called 
xe Body of Chr;f, and that it is received 
neeling. Bur this is nor to any purpoſe 3 be- 
auſe, 1f all thoſe who uſe rhis expreſſion and 
us ceremony, are of. your Religion 1n this 
pint, you will nor finde many, againſt whom 


eve claps of the fulminating Council of Trent 


an b& juſtly direRed; in regard that the Zu- 
ans receive the Euchariſt kneeling, and 


elieve they cat the true Body of Feſuw Chrift 3 
nd thoſe of our Communion in England take 
ſo the Sacxament on their knees and there 
not any Proteitant perſon either in France 


pr elſwhere, who doubts that he cateth and 
Irinss truly aud really the Body and Blood of 
ft: We onely ditfer about the manner of 
this Manducation 3 we diſtinguiſh the Sign 
rom the thing ſignified, and we ſtick not to 
eive to the Sacrament the name of the Body 
pt Chrift, conformably to the words of its In- 
titution, the more ro note the truth and cffi- 

acy of the Union there 1s berwixr them 
Whence you ſee, that ſuch kinde of expreſſi- 
ons as theſe , which in the Letter ſeein more 
conform to your Belief, are yet not cortrary 
to oursz they nave thetic warrantable uſe 5 
Whey are very true ac-ording to their inten» 
tion, and are not at all incompatible with 
our Sentiments ; Which is plain'y made out, 
in 
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in that wz make uſe of them withont fcrupl 
and itis a Rule, which Monſtear «Arnaud h 
laid down, and 'for the proot of which 
employs the Fourth Chapter of his Te 
- Books: That when thoſ:, who' believe a [ 
cine, uſe terms which are objefted to th 
as inconſiſtent with their Doftrine , it is 
evident marx, That thoſe expretiions n 
ſtand very well with their belief, and are 
ift reafon to be oppoſed as being contrary 
them, For example, he ſaith, It is objeQgd 
us, that the Fathers have often called rhe 
crament of the Eucharift, the Figure, the A 
types and Symbols of the Body of Chrift ; th 
they have given it the name of Bread, Win 
the Fruit of the Vine 5 that they have ſaid, 
was not Common Bread; that they have aſl 
ed, that the Body of Feſus Chrift, which 
receive 1n the Sacrament, is Spiritual and M 
fical. But, notwithſtanding all'theſe Conte 
mitics with our ordinary expreſſions, Monſic 
<Arnaud eſtecms not, that they prejudice ata 
the Sentiment of the Fathers, or that it m: 
be concluded from thence , that"they did'nt 
believe the Reality and Tranſubftantiation, | 
cauſe the higheſt Tranſubſtantiators have 
the ſame terms 3 which may have their tratl 
reſpe& b:ing had to what 1s cxterior to tit 
Sacrament. 

By the Application of which Rule, you ſet 
Sir,. it is not difficult to anſwer, not onely 
this paſſage, bur alſo to all thoſe, which Mot 


ficur Arnaud, and your other Doors ci 
alledy 
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dee opt of the Fathers , where tha Euchg- . 
i called the Body of Chrift, fince that is 
xm which we do not rejeR, and which may 

e avery true ſenſe according to us 3 and 
zanhot be objeRed to us, becauſe it is not 
ompatible with our Belief, but conſiſts with 

naturally, as it doth with yours. 

But I anſwer Second!y to this paſſage, 'that 
anfieur Arnaud is very much out, when he 
ppoſerh it to us as the minde of the Greek 
It 1s an inſtration., of the manner, 

wan Anchorite 1s to reccive the Sacrament, 
the abſence of a Prieft 3 and he. that ſpeaketh 

{ giveth the inſtruction, is an «Arcbbiſhop 
jets to the Church of Rome, as Monſieur «Ar- 

# hath ſaid himſeli, Pag. 244. of the Refu- 
tion. For, though he be a Gree by Nation, 
id haye written in Greek, that concludeth 
xr, that theſe men were of the Greek . Re« 
zion3 ſo that, although there were 1n the 
ext,, then aduting or bending the knees thrice, 

; Monſicur Arnaud had tranſlated it) yer 
were-no great wonder, that in the Tenth 
ee, in which time we grant, that Tranſubftane 
vation was received in the Church of , Kome, 
n Archbiſhop, ſubjed to this Church, ſhould 
ik conformably to what was prattiſed in his 

ANC. 

\ The ſecond example of the Opinion of- the 
Greeks of the Tenth Age, will not prove 
more. favorable ro Monſicur Arnaud than 
the firſt. It is of a She-ſaiat called Theochriſta, 
(inthe.Seventh Book, chap.g. pag. 726.) who 
prayed 
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prayed a Hunter, that had by chance met] 
in the Iſle of Paros, to bring her the next 
th: Eucharift 5; which having been done 
him, this holy Woman took it with great 
ſpe, caſt herſelf on the ground, and 
tears in hereyes faid that Verſe' of the 
of Simeon : Lord, now letteft thou thy ſer: 
. part in peace, for mine eggs bave ſeen thy 

our, which thou baft prepared bein the fac 
all youu: 
his paſſage, which hath been cited byC 
dinal Perron, is taken out of Metapbraſtcs, 
Author whom Cardinal Bayronize accuſt 
for often dclivering Fables, Lies, and Ph 
cics; ſo that in reaſon, we may ſuſpeR wi 
ever he relateth. But to wave this, as 
that,in all appearance, this Author was a Ste 
coraniſt, fince he ſpeaks, ſomewhar before t 
place, of a piece of the Fleſh of Feſus 
which 1s a thought, no more ſavoring of ky 
than of Geneva 3; Monſicur Claude had 
ſwered very well, that this paſſage could 
work in us what it aimed at, fince the Refor 
ed Churches of this Kingdom, after the Ce 
munion fall down upon their knees, and fi 
the whole Song of Simeon, and'yct do 
therefore believe Tranſubſtantiation, nor t 
« Adoration of the Sacrament. Beſides, he ol 
ſerveth, that this Hiſtory ſhews the contr 
of what is pretended, fince, if then it ha 
been believed, as it is now, that it were tl 
very Body of Feſus Chrift, they would nt 
have truſted a Hunter with 'it ,;" to ha 
Carrie 


: { 
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ried it upon his Faith to any one, 
lonficur «Arnaud anſwers nothing to this 
Lat which yet 1s not inconſiderable 
o the firff, he contents himſelf ro fay, 
pt the application , witch this Saint made of 
iſe of Simeon, * an effeft of the b:lief of 
p Real Preſence, which the Calvinian devotion 
"it ſelf 251] never raiſe to 158 motron 5, and if 
Calviniſts praiſe it, it is upon this ac», 
ov, that the truth of the Ancient Faith , 
they have aboliſhed out of their bearts , 
ins yet engraven in ſome of their ations and 


of 
- 
By 
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Tf Monficur Arnaud is ſatisfied with ſuch 
ſwers as theſe, a very little will content 
m, As for- us, we are more difficult, and 
e far from believing, that a Ceremony, which 
our ſelves practiſe , ſhould be contrary 
us. Monſieur «Arnaud is deceived ; firſt, 
that he remembers not his own maxim, which 
lately noted upon the former paſſage, vi2- 
at there are expreſſions, which ſcem con- 
ry, or which in one ſenſe are contrary, but 
Jn another ſenſe agree very well ; which is 
ten proved, when thoſe expreſſions are uſed 
y thoſe , who are of a belief contrary to 
at, which is pretended to be conform to the 
ry ſame expreſſions. Secondly, in that Mon- 
Arnaud imagines, that this part of the 
ang of Simeon produceth a motion repug* 
It to our Tenents 5 which is not ſo, fince all 
wr Churches have uſed it for ſo long a time, 
thour finding this repugnancy. This comerh 
trom 
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from "thence, that Monſieur Arnaud is 
verſed in our way,' and that having'bee 
therto employed in other . affairs ,” and 
agarnſt many other 'Adverfiries, '|he hat 
yet had mich leifure to peruſe'our Books, 
ſeen our Belief otherwiſe than 1n' ſony 
your 'moſt famous Dofors , ſuch as art 
Cardinals Bellarmine and Perron, who dif 
it very ofcen, and impate optnions rg 
which we have not. 'And ir is from this it 
ed Spring, that Monſieur Arnaud 1nten( 
draw oar Morals, which he means to 
againſt, with conſequences built in the þ 
And it he frames alſo our Doftrine after! 
mode, certainly we ſhall appear tobe ſt 
people; we ſee already a proof of-it in 
Book, where he ſaith trequently, that we 
lteve, 'we receive nothing 1n the Sacrat 
but the Figure of the Body of Chriff 3 wh 
is very far from our Sentiments. Were 1 
for this want of knowing "what we belier 
Monſieur «Arnaud would never go about 
objeR againſt as fach kinde of paiſſages, t 
others, that are more formal, which we ma 
uſe of as well as you. 

I cannot altogether blame him in this ; 
doth what he can, he hath no better coy 
pay that, which ie ſtands engaged for 3 and 
he cannot oppoſe goud Reaſon and Autho 
he pretends to ſave himſelf in the croud 
his witneffes, good or bad : ' Bur, if he | 
found any Greeis of thoſe Ages, who b 
faid, That the Sacrament of the Euchariſt # 


{yt 
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4 mſimeny of the union we have with Jeſus 


for h as be # not onely once dead 

bd riſe again for us, but alſo feeds and nous 

s ws triuly with bis Fleſh and Blood ,, that 

b: one with bim, and bave communion in 

77 z . 6nd though be be in Heaven until be 

me again to judge the whole world, yet we are 

believe, that by the ſecret and incom T gpnt wi 

we. of bis Spirit, be nouriſhes and quickens 

perth the ſubſtance of Budy and Blood Or 

ach words as theſe, That vec muſt believe thoſe 

iſes, which Jeſus Chriſt, woho #s the infalibls 

th, bath 7 organ with bis own mouth, Viz, 

bat be will make us truly partakers of bi Body 

1nd Blood, that we may poſſe | bim wholly, ſo 

at be may live in 1, and we im him: Or, That 

5d there gipes us really and effeFually what be 

| pp "or, That thu Myſtery ſurpaſſeth the 

"4 aur ſenſes, and the whole ord:r of na« 

I ſay, Monſieur ,, Arnaud had tound 

"me fs the Greeks ſpeaking after this manner, 

with what pomp would not he have ſet them 

hut? He would not have failed to tell us, that 

between thoſe people and us, there Were No 

good underſtanding at all 3 ſuch words as 

Be ſe, The Budy and Blood v of Chrift, Reality 
Subſtance of Ns: Body and Blood of Chriſt : 


þ id theſe, We muſt believe #n the Mer, of 
Jeſus Chriſt, pho zvill make us Ag. artakers 
f bis Body ond Blood ; that in-this M; yftery we 
arc not to land upun our Senſes, nor the order of 
Nature : Such expretſions, I ſay, would be, 
according to Monſicur «Arnaud, as ſo many 
T hunder- 


" _ l 
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Thunder- claps againſt us, and as formal I 
ſions for yau, 'as the Council of Trent it* 
Mean time, Sir, if you would know , 
much he would finde himſelf deceived, 
with what litt/e ground he would object 
paſſages as contrary to u*, you may obſerve} 
they are the very terms ot our own Confel 
of Faith, and of our Liturgy. 

You may thereby judge, that theſe expre 
ons, - which are common” to both parties, a 
which they both make uſe of, are 'not proj 
to decide our Controverſie, and that they 
not in reaſon be obje&ted againſt rhe one, 
the other 3 that there muſt be orher proofs 
d-c'are, what was the opinio-of thoſe, 
uſed them 5 that the doftrine .elſwhere juft 
ficd will-ſhew and determine the ſenſe 
thoſe expreſſions, but that. they being alc 
cannot preciſely make our the docine of th 
who have uſed them. | | 

" This Obſervation might ſerye for an Anſxt 
to the whole Book of Monſieur «Arnaud 
mean time this is not a place to conſider it 
large, I hope I ſhall one day ſet it out bette 
in another Treatiſe, wherein,God permitting 
T ſhall prove, that the true Belief of the 7 
tient Church about this point of the Euch 
1s very hard to be known, that there are] 
numerable perplexitics-in it, and that, it th 


Fathers have believed the Reality , as I WW; 


no reaſon to doubr but they did, they hat 
believed it in ſuch a manner, which neither yol 
nor we, nor any other Chriſtian Society woul 
approve of. Ve 


(ﬆ) 
y ſees Sir, by this examen, that M. 
” wa "hich not' performed what he had pro- 
gſed for: the Defence of his Book of the Per» 
Wy, as. to the matter of his firft ſuppoſiti- 
reby he did -pretend to ſhow the Im» 
ont iliry of the Change (which we ,maintain 
have hapned in the-Church abour the Ninth 
d Tenth Age,) upon this accompt, that the 
chifinarick Churches .had the ſame Bclief with 
po which 'cou!d not be but by a con- 
ſucceſſion of: the ſame Dotrine, which 
ap had received. from their Anceltors,.. and 
{not have taken ' from Paſchaſius,; as 2 
unknown to them: You may: :{cc, L 
je weaknefs of | this ground by that at the 
jy which he hath produced of the Belict 
the Greeks in thoſe two Centuries, .. 
\Burthcre is more than this 3 for. Monfeur 
; 3. dothnot onely not prove, That; the 
+ were of your. opinion in the-tim2 of 
aſebaſes, and: the :fallowing Age 3 bur he 
gether forgets the other Schiſmatie« Socic- 
about whom he made ſo much noiſe, who 
>comprehended-i in the; firit Suppotit ition, 
{ ffom whoſe opinion,. as well as trom that 
the Greeks, he did-pretend ro draw the 
ral Reaſons of his Syſteme. 

*Þknow.very well, that he treateth in his 
W Fifth Book of the Belief of the Orien- 
Wab-Charches, of the Muſcovites, the Syrians, 
| tArmenians, the Neftorians, the facobites, 

he Moronites, the Copbtes, and the Eibsypoans : 
dw- allo, that ——_ laude having ſaid, 
taar 
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_ that in the Examen: of'the Change, - knppg \ 
in the'Ninth and tenth Century, The queii* 
w4# not of the whole Earth ,- but of the! illflevi 
that is, of the Communion of the Pupe.: Ny 
fieur «Arnaud greatly triumpheth 3 and ps 

may ſee, how he. paraphraſeth upon thi®# * 

words, according tothe ſenſe he attribute 

Monſieur 'Claude , viz. Let it be ſa, that 

a not the Þ ueſtion, I will not put my ſelf 1 

trouble ME leinang, how | 7 op Dian, of 

Real Preſence and of Traizſubſtantiztion 'wa 

troduced in the Eaft, inthe Patriarchats of ( 

ſtantinople, of Alexandria, of Jeruſalem, 

of - Antioch, in #he Churches of the. Armeni 

the Neſtorians, the. Jacobites : Nur wilt 1s 

trouble my ſelf to divine, how t bath penetr 

into Ethiopia, Muſcovy, Meſopotamia, Ge 
ia, Mingrelia, Moldavia, 'Tartaria, and 
ndies.. \1t i« better to ſay, It i not there 3 

will make the ſhorter work, and by this me 

1 ſhall free my ſelf from a great embaraſmi 
m the Ninth Book, 'Chap.3. pag. 886.) al 

after-he had affirmed 1n the following Page 

that it is material to know, how the Belict 

the Real Preſence .could be introduced i 

all thoſe /Countreys, | as-well as into the 

Church, he addeth (Pag.888.) I ſee erg! 

that Monfeeur Claude, as bold as be ws," ſuct 

«nder the greatneſs of this undertaking, - be $ 

rified with it, be renounces. it, be acketh gy 

be would gladly that that might not make aj 

of the queſtion, The queſtzon is not, ſaith i 

of the aol Earth ; he one ſay? 


k wh 4009 of contenting him : It # the ueftions 
rd: Fight 0 bim, fence this Belief is beg 
2X86 F the 


arth : It is a thing, which depend* 
her him, nor from me - It is a neceſſary 
ure of this great queſtion, and which draws after 
tn the veſt. Thus, fince by a forced confeſſion 
of io dacr be acknowledgeth, that be cannot 
” ere is made an Ohiverſs] Change of Be- 
net i all the Eaft, be muſt abandon all the reft, 
and chnowledge, that all bis means are ruined, 
alt Ws engins ſhattered, all bis ptojefs overturn- 
od, ard #1 bis Suppoſitions deſtroyed, 
"Bur for all this, Monfieur Arnaud is very 
eh” our, and he ſaith nothing in his whole 
fi Book, that may ſerve to prove the firſt 
ppoſition of the Book of the Perpetuity. T'o 
you plainly his illufion, you may remem- 
her,” that, -to prove the Impoſſibility of the 
ECO 
ge, which we ſay was made by Paſchaſtus 
he} mth and tenth Age in the Point" of 
Euchariſt, the Author of the Perpetwty, 
bnficur Arnaud after him ( if bim- 
not that Author, as it is very likely 
"Y hath taken for his firſt Suppoſition , 
whatit vas impoſſible, this Change ſhould be- 
faf the” whole Earth , becauſe the Greek 
Churches, and the others ſeparated from the 
mmanion of Rome, could not have heard 
| thing of Paſchaſuus, and were enemies to 
th £56 n'Church, of which they would have 
v1 to receive new opinions in ſuch an 
important point. 
F 2 To 
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To ſupport this ratiocination, it hath 
ſuppo#d, that at the time, to which We aff 
this Change, all the Oriental Churches didh 
lieve the Real Preſence, ſuch as you beliey; 
now 3 and becauſe M. Claude would not gra 
this, M. Arnaud hath undertaken to, pt 
it. ; 

To this end, he hath begun with the G 
Church, and pretends. to have. made out 
Belief ſhe had in the Ninth and Tenth Age. 
hath done more, for he hath recited her. { 
ments in the Seventh and Eighth Age, whi 
preceded Paſchafius, and in the Ages whit 
have. follow'd him untill now. I have exay 
ned above, what he hath ſaid about the 
and Tenth Age, becauſe there are no other hy 
thoſe, that arc cfſential and able to ſerve! 
queſtion, 4 

Burt as to the other Oriental Churches, 
«Arnaud looſes his ground 3 for-al t 
whole force of the ſuppoſition of the-Rook, 


defends, conſiſts in proving'their conforminre 


with the Latin Church in-the Ninth and Te 

Age, he ſers that time aſide, and almoſt all t 
Ages following unto our. times, and. conte 
himſelf to prove, that in the latter, Ages, | 

principally in that, whexein we now arc, thol 
great Societies have been, and are. found. 
be 11 your Belicf of the Reality, which, ver 
- thing he jroverh but very weakly, and. whi 
was not t 

Claude, who had concluded himſelf to aſſe 
and maintain, that T1aaſubſtantiation and tilt 

| | Adoratid 


at which was properly denied, by Mt 


Ml; 


,ve 
f . 
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oration of the Sacrament were received on- 
i the Roman Church, without ſpeaking of 
> Real Preſence. 
Now in this proceeding M. Arnaud is very 
aably deceived two wayes, ( for I will ra- 
er fay, that he is decetvedythen that he would 
ecive his Reader; ) the firf, in that he 
ragpeth to have done,.what he hach not done, 
xr thought on 3the otherin that all his proofs 


vuld be uſeleſs, if they were without excep- 


je proof of theſe two Aﬀſertions is eaſie. 
z as to the fff, there needs no more but to 
| our cyce, and read his paſſages. 
In the Ninth Book, p. 855. M. Arnaud , 
zeaking of the Change made by Paſchaſius , 


aith 5 This viſton ſuppoſeth, that the Real Pre» 
nes bath not been believed but in the Latin 
church, and wwe have ſheu?d, that it bath been 
cknowledged formally and clearly by the whole 
Greek Church, and by all the Ortent, both before 
after Berenger. | 
"And, in the ninth Book, Chap. 3. pa. $89- 
WL d faith again 5 If he tell us, that *Uae 
chafins that bath invented this Doftrine, and 
bat it could not fall into any other Mans mind 
bis ; we ſhall ſhew bim the infinite numb*r 
}f Clriftians, who know neither Paſchaſius wor 
Book, and yet in all times bave made pro- 


fear of this DoEtrine > And jo b: # convins 
ceabf temerity and wn tne If be tell ns,that 


be Popes Fave contributed by *therr Authority 
md Violence to make it to bereceived, we (pit 
F 3 bim 


" 
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bim thoſe vaſt Nations, where the Popes exerey| 
Feuriſdiftion at all, and which yet do as much i 
bere to the Belief of the Real Preſence, as thc with ® 
ple that ſubmit moſt to the Holy See, 9% 
\ In the ninth Book , Chap. x0. pa..95 1. We 
certain (; faith M. Arnaud ) that one of WW 
moſt remarkable circumſtances of this Change We" 
Belief touching the Eucharift, , that it m 
ſuppo:*d to bave bapned at the ſame tyme wy 
the parts of the World, and in all the Cbrifh 
Societies, in the Eaft, in the Weſt, among the I 
tins, the Greeks, the Muſcovites, the Armenia 
the Neftorians, the Indians, the Cyphtes, the g} 
thiopians,the Facobztes, This circumſtance 
ſhrws clearly the Impoſſibility of thu "pretey 
Change ; . wherefore 298 thought our ſelves ol n 
to ſhow ſo largely, that all the Sacieties, ſcp 
ted from the Roman Church, were united wt” 
the ſame in the point of the Real Preſence, anii**> 
Tranſubſtantiation 5 and 1 think, we {bal | 
be complain*d of, that we bac not provelt 
enough. | 

Ir is then very certain, that, according 
M. Arnaud, the Belief of the: Schiſmat 
Churches.in the time. of, *Paſchaſius,. is ant 
Tentjal, Circumſtance againſt the Change, 
which this Monk 1s accuſed It is alfo certy 
that. M, Arnaud pretends to have proved 
Belicf,.1n an Invincible manner 5 he is his 
content 3 and, he, inſults. thereupon over 
Glaggervery fiercely ; but in truth ?tis a mel 
brayado 3 .he ,hath not, ſo much as thought F 
Jtz\\and thoſe. clear: and formal proofs, tho 
(On ed pro! 


ered, hich ſhe taketh ro be ſo ſatisfaQory, 

4 re viſions of the paſſion of M. _Arnaad. 
1h; oF Take the pains to read his whole Fifth Book; 
"Wi you can find there one only paſlage,. pro- 
ing, that the Oricntal Churches, the Muſco- 
yites; the Armenians, the Neſtorians, &c: did 
ang. beligve/ in the time of Paſchafius, and before 
Ws er, the Real preſence and Tranſubſtan- 
- * Wtiarion,l-will undergoe ſuch a condemnation as 
-you ſhall paſſe upon me : Bur 4 am well affu- 
red; you will not find a word there of that af- 

_ 8 {ert10on. | 
wy 6 Lam contented to keep you company in this 
-- idifufon, and to affiſt you in the examen. Ler 
us then follow M. Arnaud, and fee, whether 
e hath acquitted himſelf of this important 
pf, as -he braggs 3 but this ſhall. be only 
the compaſs of the delign of this Ler- 
ter: that is, in the Circumſtance of the Time 3 
vis being ſufficient for me, who leave the 

8 reſt to M. Claude. 
- In the four firſt Chapters ke treateth of the 
Relief of the Muſcovites : but M. Arnaud , 
who-confeſſeth, (in the fifth Book, Chap. 1. 
pa. 424-) that he ſpeaketh only of the opini- 
ons they have at preſent, to conclude from 
thence what they believed formerly, doth him- 
Felf ſufficiently ay us, that theſe people are 
to be taken .out ot the Caralpgue of thoſe , 
whom he pretends tohave believed Tranſub- 
-ftantiation in the time of Paſchafrus. 

Tis the ſame with the Syr:ans, of whom he 


ſpeaketh in the fifth Chapter, and for the opi- 
, F . nigg 
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nion of whom in the Ninth and Tenth A 
producerh not one cextain/paſſage. i 
He examins the Sentiment of-the «A 
ans inthe 6, 7, 8, and 9. Chapters. // Bur 
ancienteſt teſtimony is taken fince -Bere 
and conſequently without- that fatal Epoch 
which is in queſtion : Befides, he grants, t 
theſe people have been accuſed long agoe, 
they believe not the Real Preſence-and Ty 
ſubſtantiation, by Authors of their Relig 
againſt whom he finds difficulty enough to( 

' fend them 3 and even ar preſent Thomas | 
bert,. an Engliſh-man , who hath travelled 
their Country, relateth in the ſecond Impt 
fion of .his Book, that they believe not 
Real Preſence ; which Mr. Arnaud could 
anſwer, bur by accuſing his Interpreter ol 
$nal lmpoſture, and affirming, rhar there 
no ſuch - thing in the Engliſh Original : 
this accuſation, which doubtleſs was pronc 
ced too raſhly and too paſſionately ,, cot 
from thence, t:.at M. Arnaud got'the Book 
the firſt Impreſſion interpreted to him, .whe 
thit Note of this Author is not 3 whereas 
Vilfort - hath. tranſlated -into French the Sea 
Impreſſion, where it is, as you know, Sir,t 
. M. Arnaud hatii acknowledged himſelf. 

In the TentifChapter be rreateth of the 
forians; and in the Eleventh of the Facobit 
*%9;.T herein he applycth to both the ſame ruls 
**and gocs about to prove their.Belief by Ne 
$:ve proots 3 but befides the weakneſs of fic 
a t:itinjony, he finds no Authors to ſuppe 


thou - 
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proofs but in the Thirteenth Age,that is, 


. - oy 


E frer Paſcaſius. | 
| RE es (of whom he ſpeaketh in the 


4th Chapter) ſubmitted-themſelves to the 
arch of Rome at the end of the Twetth 
xe, and 'although that Union did cool for 
e time, yet it was very ſolemnly renew'd 

lerthe Popes Leo X. and Clement VIIL ; fo 
is certaingthey do.now follow the Rowan 
ligion,' except certain Greek Ceremonies: 
$ Arnaud agreeth to theſe Truths, ſo that if 
» means to oppoſe to us with reaſon the ex» 
pp'e of that People, he muſt prove, that in 
e Ninth and Tenth Age they did believe 
ranſubſtantiation 3 and this it is, what M. 
Arnaud pretends to make out by politive paſe 
ages. taken out of the Notes ot Abrabam E- 


llenſis, a Maronite , upon the Catalogue of 
e Chaldaick Books of Abdieſu. 


'The firſt is aſcribed to Jobn Maron, who lived, 
he faith, between the Sixth and Seventh Age, 
here ris ſaid, That the Bread, which Ieſus Chr: 
into WAIT conſecrated ,and called 


Body,is the Body and Bloo taken from the Vir- 

Mary ; And that the ſame hand, which ws the 
beginning took the duft of the carih, and by change 

ing it, formed the Body of Adgm, changeth alſo 

the Bread, and maketh of it the Body of the Word, 

ul $aken from the bleſſed Virgin, and by changing this 
ve wine maketh of it.che blood taken from the ſame... 
\1y The ſecond is taken our of the Syriack Con- 
(tutionsot the Church of the Marv»nites, put 
FJato the Arabics Tongue by David Arch- 
F | biſhop 


499) 
biſhop of the Moronites, in; the! Year 16 
where *tis ſaid, That the Apoſtles did 
Fleſh, and drank the Blood ; ' that the Bread) 
made Fleſb, end the Cup 1s truly the B 


Much might be ſaid to theſe ' places; 
the latter of them, which Etbelenſfos rel 
to be but a Tranſlation made jnto A 
«An. 1053, carricth with it viſible mack 
its being ſuppoſitious : for, it was made 
before the re-union of the Maronites with 
Roman Church, and yet he ſaith, that our 
wiour art the time of the Inftitution of yl 
Sacrament, took Onleaven'd Bread ; which 
an evident token, that this Book 1s much ne 
er , becauſe that all the Greeks, and of 
Schiſmatick Societies have alwayes believe 
that the Euchariſt was not to be difpenſed 
wnleavencd Bread. And then he faith alſo,tl 
Jeſus Chriſt lifted up this Bread with his t 
which,no Evangeliſt relateth, and therefore 
anecr Invention of the Author ; as is that iWyc 
which he alledgeth in the third place , whe 
Jeſus Chriſt declared to bis Rs, that ii; 
Lamb, which God bad commanded Moſes tals, | 
fer, was the Figure of this Bread, which bad 
.made Fleſh and was now bis Body; and that til 
. Blood, which ran out of it when it was ſaci; 
ced, was the Figure of this Cup, which was wid; 
Blood | LN 
4u 


So M. Arnaud may but quote - paſſages, lt 
looks not very near to them, nor examiv th 
ftritly whether they be receivable. I pry L 
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car 1998 hi im, Sir, Whether he believeth in-carncft, 
id wii. this oafſs ze be before the year 1053 5 and 
BrealMether } knows not, in what Author, he. that, 
* BlallWtc Autbor of theſe pretended Conftituri- + 
,of the Maronite Church, hath found this 
es; pariſon, which our Saviour made to his 
oftles, of the Paſcal Lamb with the Bread of 
Arai Euchariſt 5 of which no Evangeliſt, no 
urtugSoſtle, not any of the Fathers, nor any Coune 
de li oy hath ſpoken a word. 
with As to rhe firſt paſſage, if it be truly cited , 
our We Author was of the opinion , which was 
' SSmmon amongſt the Greeks of that time, of 
wad | S. Jean Damaſcen made himſelf as . 
* the Head in the Eighth Age 3 viz. That 
Bread was made the Body of Chriſt by the 
nor made with his natural Body, by the 
ration of the Holy Ghoſt ; or he was of the 
pinion of thoſe , who believed, that the 
ead was the true Body of Chriſt, and was 
truptible.. But you are of neither of theſe 
o opinions. What ever it be, M. Arnaud, 
py this place as conform to your Re- 
dareth not ſign it 3 and, if he ſhould dg 
t Lam ſure, thar the number. of his Appra- 
d ba ators woultl not ſecurc him from the Cenfure 
bot of. the Sorbon, which will never approve of 
«ike Dottrine of this Author, viz. That the Bo- 
F ly of our Lord is made of Bread, and his 
Wb!0od of Wine, as Adam was maile of the 
Uult of the Earth : And 1f, notwithſtanding 
ni theſe words, alleged by M. "Arnaud in great 
gu Letters be changeth the Bread, and makcth of 
”T 


arts 
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it the Body of the Word, (which do plainly | 
that the Bread is the marter of the Bod 
Chriſt, )'you will not have them thus expc 
ed, you cannot give them a more favour} have 
ſenſe than that of Toby Damaſcen , who Whcluw 
believe the Aſſumption of the Bread and Wple t! 
Union to the Body of qur Saviour: whid Wrgy 
another opinion, which you reje& as wellrdi 
we. And thus both theſe places are alrogalid «/ 
uſeleſs. nic! 

What he ſaith, in the Thirteenth Chapter St. 
the Cophies and , A#tbiopians, will not fnfffTh 
him better ; for he only ſpeaketh of the 
Tief they have now, which is a very ill ar 
ment to prove their Belief in the Ninth 
Tenth Age. *Tis true, he pretends to pre 
their Opinion further off, by Liturgies oft 
Nations, but to no purpoſe for the matter 
hand, becauſe he noteth not, nor can note, 
theſe picces were in the Ninth and Tenth Ap 
ſuch as we have them now 5 and ſecondly, 
cauſe all thoſe Liturgies, which are pretend 
to be ancient, are not ſo, and additions þ 
been made to them from time to time, as 
dinal Belarmin did acknowledge, who in Wh 
fourth Book of the Euchariſt, Cb. x 3. anſwer{iſhis 
Ing the Grecks who alleged them , ait 
That many things have been added to the 
And indeed they are very differing from ol 
another in their ſeveral Editions 3 eſpeci 
M. Arnaud telling us, that the Etbiopick 
turgy is conform to that of St. Baſs!, ſoffia 
ently declares to us the uncertainty of that! 


IN 


"os 
- . : 

£ þ 
5 ” 


(93) 
"uncertainty of tb : For, though it may 
rae, that St. Baſe? bath made a Lirurgy, 
anmnot be that, which is alleged by Proclug. 
riarch of Conſtantinople 3 for in that which, 
ourdF have, the Zriſagion revealed to this ſame 
vho Whc/w 1s found 3 and the Creek is much more 
ple than the Syr;ack. Neither can ir be the. 
urg) aſcribed to St. Chryſoftome , which, 
edinal- Perron ſaith, the Egyptians, Cophtes 
d Ethiopians uſcd, fince in this there is 
gtion made of perſons, which lived long af- 
St. Chryſoſtome. 
There is then nothing certain in all that, and, 
aſt there is nothing certain for the time of, 
chaſes, and the Age that follow d him, 
ich is the only point 1n queſtion. For as to. 
iy.» wherein we live, or the precedent, 
es bince Berenger, no conſequence can be 
1 from thence. And this is the ſecond il- 
n.of M. Arnaud touching this matrer. 
And indeed, fince the whole force of the 
gument, propoſed by the Author of the Per- 
twty againſt the poſſibility of the change 
de by Paſchafuws, conſiſts, in thar the Greek 
hurches, and the others, ſeparated from the 
wrch of Rome, had the ſame Belief , which 
is Monk is accuſed to have introduced to 
at purpoſe is it to ſpeak of the opinion , 
hich this People entertains at preſent ? For 
enter not into an examen of the proofs of 
LL Arnaud ; I leave that ro M. Claude, and 
will ſuppoſe, that all theſe proofs are con- 
ncing : But I maintain, that they are uſeleſs 

| to 
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ro the preſent Queſtion, for as much ag! 
cannot be any conſequence drawn from! the 
Hef that now is, to that which was fc 
ſince there may have hapned a change ſing 
eftabliſhment of the Dofrine of Tranſl 
tiatjon.in the Latin Church, either by the 
tare and commerce of the Latins and Gree 
or'by the voyages of the Portugals and 
Narions in the Oriental Churches, 
" The example of the Maronites manik, 
proveth what I fay; for na conſequenee 
be made from the Belief they now have toi 
ing 'the Proceſſion of the H. Ghoſt, and 
Jeavened Bread, to that Belicf which they 
when the Greeks made a Schiſme upon t 
points - One cannot, I ſay, objec to the of 
Oriental Churches, that there hath bee 
change about theſe Dorines inthe Rot 
Chorch, for this reaſon, that the'M 
would have oppoſed it ; and to prove, thi 
the time of the Schiſm this people did belit 
the ſame thing with the Church of Rome, 
cannot allege their preſent Dofrine, ſince 
zrtain, that this' People hath changed t 
Belief above 400 years agoe. Thus, thc 
ir were true, that all the Eaſtern Churches 
now believe Tranſubſtantiation, yet that & 
cludeth nothing for M. Arnaud, becauſ 
change may have been introduced” duringt 
ſpace of 800 years among thoſe Nations, 
it was introduced in the Weftern about ! 
Ninth and Tenth Age : And M. Ar 
argues, as if I ſhould ſay, that Berenger | 
trodac 
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Maced nothing new in France about the mat- 
of the-Real Preſence, and that this Change 
s impoſblegtbecauſe that ſome, people, cx- 
remor trom- this Country, | atid who 
yer heard of Berenger nor his Books, were 
{ at that time in the Belief of Berenger 5 

4 that thereupon to prove: the. DoQrine of 
& People /in.the time of Bereager, I ſhould 
xduce proofs of the Belief of many Provin- 
of the 'Eaft and Weſt-Indies, which have 

- the ſame. apinions. with Berengey 3 -which 
ou | not be difficult to do, ſince the Engliſs 
Holanders ſetled in that Country , would 

ble to: give us ſufficient reſtimonies there- 

f, and Liturgics withal, written in the Lan» 
ze of thoſe Nations. 
ſec, Sir, by theſe Examples, that to fa- 

the argument of the Book of the Porpetus- 

, the queſtion is not of the preſent opinion 
the Eaftern People 5 and by the Examen I 
been making, you may find alſo, that rhe 
mphs of M. Arnaud about this point arc 
aginaty, and that he hath pot proved at all, 
4n the time of Paſchafiue, and the follows 
Age, the .Schiſmarical Churches were of his 
plaion, And this is that which I undertook 


the beginning of this Sef3z9n-to ſhow; We 

uſt- now proceed to inquire tuto the other 

bppoſition, on which the Aathor of the Book 

the Perpetarty grounds his impothbility of 

change attsibuted to Paſchafiue 3. but, this wil 
well deſerve a particular Reflexion. : 


The 


p —_— ws 
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X 


T be Sixth Reflexion, 


” 


"TT is ſurpriſing enough, that Monſicur 
| 1naud ſhould fo perpetually delude his] 

der.. I have already obſerved ro you 
in my. Firft Reflexion, that he hath fought 
almoſt nothing elſe, but his own ſhadow, 
onely defended that which was not denicd, 
that which -was not in diſpute +3 and I 
been lately proving it more particular 
to the Firſt * Suppoſetion , in' the prect 
Sefton. | | 
-T-intend ro ſhew yot in this, the like 
viation as to' the Sccond Suppoſition of 
Book of Perpetuity.  Monfſicur Arnaud 
ptoys the whole - Six#h Book to maintain 
Þur- (as I have already obſerved it in my} 
Refiexion) this whole Book: is- ufcleſs ,'f 
-Itonely proverth, that the Chriſtians had i 
-rime of Paſchaſius a diſtin Belief of the 
: Preſence of Feſas Chriſt: in the: Sacrament 
.of 'his RcaliMbſence ; and |that Mont 
'Glaude had 'not-conteſted withhim abour 
bur onely carried 'the Queſtion to Tranſub 
#aton and Adoration. © 

Thus to bring things to the true ftate of 
Queſtion again, and to the force'of the A 
ment of the Author of the Pexpetuety, we 
examin them otherwiſe than Monficur «A: 
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= m__ we.do all agfees' a 
edple” inthe time'bf Paſthaſeiu he 
* the Preſence! 61" thi by 4 es 
mph indtedto/finde out thar: 
keth the difficuſty', ' 2nd upon WHIT the 
thor of Per rperagty” "S2th prefied his' Ifnpoſ- 
6f that*Ch anpe," which we a Paſ- 
++ Now __ einnot be the af Bljef 
ie R221 Preſence; or *ÞJ; bſence; Eetauſt of 
pignty there is'in'the genre terms, 
abies we believe both of its, t thatwweatc 
z ear the Body of Feſus Chriff, and that/itis 
-#h-the' Sacrament 3 {o' that*the*meer 
rine of this could not rauft SUiviNGnIn 
+ ities" 'of 'Men 4 "there muſt be'Umerhing 
6 -Which- was, the' Maney of this Preſence, 
at i the Tranſubſtantiation; and the worſhip 
meceſlarily followed this DoRcing,, which 
cAdoration, 
iAs for Tranſubflantiation,” that hath mad@ no 
on upon the Anthor of the Perpetwity, 
form his Argument of thar , he hath'nvur 
Wit In! his eye 2 And Monficur cAtnaud 
- this in his Sixth Book and' elſwhere 3 
z vet) well that h2 was net able ro prove; 
ople in the Ninth and'tenth Age 
4*4 ink Belief of Tranſubſtantiation.” 
| w_ asto «Adoration, that ſerveth for #' ſole 
| { to the ſecond-'Suppofirion of 'the Au- 
* of —_ the Per petuity + ; that He ſets out vial 
ioh', ah effeth” it inceſfant!y®;* and 


e 

we r the Spirits; wh' '&, Wcarding 

A: M3" would have been-toumid among Belfc- 
G. ' vers, 


- 4» - thi | 
T_ oh K_ x 
heur «Arnaud: in this pl: 


. "where he treaterh of the Sl 


' n9t a,word of this Adoration, th 
Low mode p the ceo this Second $ 


"Bur. þ. bY'y nrend to ſhew his weak 
both: theſe Rae x walk I am _obli ed 
into their true, order, and-to bxir 
into. the. right way g-/to examine wherballif th 
hath. well png that.in the Ninth and; A 
oFicic 2-4 ſo believe the preiin 
c Body of Chriſt upon the Lent 
k/ it. the Soveraign- worſhip of -Lairj4, 
rf Japeore not that, this ſecond Suppoigth. 
remains deſtroyed, and all the reaſer of 
its Author, grounded upon the accuſatii | 
xg or Idolatry, which this change wiſts 
hayc, cauſed, will be uſelcſs, and the lain 
Kbility , of that change, which we all 
d upon this principle, will be aol 
but a. Chimera, and a Viſion. . 
: Monſieur Claude finding, that the Su 
tion of..the Author was convincing, if it" 
Arvcy th. maintained, that SIT 
e with the Dofirine, and not witilif *! 
4: that he a Tranſubſtantiation, 
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wen 5 and 'that the DoRrine of the 
tant pSretes Prefence having been 
mt by wiy of 'expticaring the ancient 
and taving by this way little by lic- 
f ae { and drawn -ro film rhe mindes of 
pple the «Adoration followed after with all 
Ce ics-abd Ponips 5* and that conſe- 
| char Diviſion ot Spirits , which the 

on of Paſchaſau would have cauſed, 
$t-have obliged the people ton open 
ure of communion, as the Author of the 

wawty did pretend, "bectoſe borh did agree 
and rhe fame publick worſhip, which 

received any Change. 

ends this Ratrocingtton farther and 
the Eipti-h Chaprer of the ſecond Part of 

and Anſwer ro the ſecond Freariſe df the Per- 
pre ve fuft6th acairvrely 41 what Monficuc 


4; V7 — 
* 26 > 


ny 
{if 


['Sy 4 "5 tad there ſaid, conE-thing the A- 
= and he proverh thife Four particus 


4 Thit the AMdorition of the Sacra- 
mt was Wffnown to the AAeidnt Church. 
(Seed dty, That the firſt Authors of Tramſub- 
i" either preffed it, nor public aly 

fiſhed ir. 
TIN Thit it was not conftituted by pub- 
TD&re&; but fore rime after theſe Coun- 
tictr contcinhed Brrenger. 

bly, Thar the Schiſmarick Churches 

$18 feceive it. 

"How, think you, doth Mr. Arnaud clear 
Mſelt- from theſe Propoſitions, Truly <ir, 
G 2 in 
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in a pittiful manner; - and alrhough this'} 
moſt important part . of | his Book, he : 
not look the difficulty in the tace, he| 
onely fide-ways on ityhz fights againſt it fly 
and-ſpeaketh almoſt not of-it, bur occaſy 
ally. | | 
For the firſt Queſtion, which concerns 
Belief of rhe Antient Church, he giveth 
the. proofs thereof ro the! victorious arm 
his: Adverſary , and replies not; a word 
them: 


for the defence -of the Second Snppoſition 
the Perpetwity-Book, hath no more advant 
than the firft, and Monſieur Arnaud gir 
not any ſuccors to it,. and that rather out 
weakneſs, than negligence, - | | 
For the two remaining, he faith ſome 
more of them 3. but becauſe what he Cait 
them is little conſiderable, and ſeryeth notk 
ro the purpoſe of this diſcourſe, I ſhall 
inſiſt on it, but ſhall onely confine my ſelf 
my deſign, and ſhew, as:in the former Sci 
That Monſieur Arnaud hath not at all 
ved, that in the Ninth and tenth Age, ! 
people did adore the Sacrament ' of the 
charsfs , and conſequently.; hath not ..at 
made out the Second. Suppoſition of. the B 
of Perpetuity , grounded. on. this y4dorati 
which.” would have made ,., as he. pretend: 


The ſecond, which is the onely Eſſeni pe 


l 
t 
aff 
bs y 


: 
afis 


the Followers of Paſchaſiu ro be -lookei# 


upon as [dolaters z\, by thoſe: who 
not of. his opinion, it it had been ncw, 
| | whic 


— : 


is'h > 9 - (for) 
he d-iEvat the Fame time would have oblige.l his 
he |{apllowers to. bold his Adverſarics for Im- 
it flyin0us”* *o, 
- [leave to Monficur Claude to examine 
at concerns the Belicf of the Latins and 
:orngereeks of other Ages, becauſe that reſpetts 
ch of particular, and maketh nothing for the 
ok ot | Perpetwty. FTA 
nficur Arnaud treats not of this matter 
[its true order 3 the Sixth Book, where he 
of the Second Suppoſition of the Book 
F the'Peypetarty, was the place to examine ir; 
cauſe it was not to be ſeparared from the 
ſin Belicf of the Corporal Preſence 
& force of the Argum-nt of that Author 
- Wonffting in the Adoration of the Body of - 
menieſw Chr preſent, as I have obſerved above. 
Caith{either doth he handle this Queltion direQly, 
id. with a defign to: refure what Monſiear 
Wawdz had faid of it 5 but he ſpeaks of it oc- 
a onally in' his Tenth Book, where he at 
re fets forth the conſequences of the Nine 
Wo: Ing Books. Let us now ſee what he there 
aith 0 f'17. 
"It is”in the Ninth Chapter of this Tenth 
thathe ſpeaks of this « Adoration, and he 
here eniploys Twelve Pages, onely to tell us 
icſe Three things. - 
ea&f Firſt, "That he hath proved poſitively in 
he Books preceding thisz That the Adoration 
ath been practiſed over all the Earth. 
, ul} | Secondly, That there is an Intericr Ado- 
chic #%0n, and another Extarior, and that the )at- 
| G 3 tes 
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rex is of many ſorts, of whichy none iv | 9A 


ſary 
Thirdly, That the Nniverſal conſe Th 
the Belicf of the-Rea} Profence” (which hej 
reads to have proved). carries neceſſarily 1 bun 
it the Belief of the «Adoragion. ' © L 
But theſe three Pxopofitions- are b 
falſe, or uſcleſs to the unatter ynder-con; 
tion. 


As to the firſt, I do not examine the Poſi 
Proofs. of Adaration,, which Mooficur i 
#gud. may, have alledged inhis Work, & 
the Ages which have followed the Tenrh, WIFE, 
cauſe that belongs nox to Qur Queſtion : Bui 
aſlgrt, that he hath not one, neither of * 
Latin, nor the Greek Church, for the 16g ot 
Paſebafin , and. the Age next following 3 
15 the thing in queſtion, in the Secqng; Supt 
fition of the Bgok of the Perpravory, thai 
ing founded wpor the Frefence of, Tali h Chn Þ F 
adpred on the Altars by, the Faithful-3 v5; 
the; impoſſibility of the inſenſible- ChangY”.. 
which we put in the Ninth and ten;h Ag yee 
«pon the diverſity. of the Worſhip, : whichil : 
Change would have introduced, ypan.the noi © 
and. upon 'the ruptyre. of. the Communi "'B 
which this new-born Idolatry . would | he 
capſed 3 por. the great diviſion, whigh wolf © 
have been. in all Farpilies, ,in all- T owns, jo 
in the whole Earth, by ſuch an extragrdin | 
and. ſarprefſing innovation as this/ | 


would have cauſed, that. the pc ple bT 
ba 


Ste are ads excaneraticnnas the 
ic of $i ae he Bur he hath -daid. 8 


ounda 56n-. without Proof, and 
$' abandons him: in 'his, greitefh need, 
& doth not verifie this decifive mattep 
ae ar'all. It is rrueg he brags te have - 
er; but what he hartdane, belangs pat 
fora! 'Epocha,' whickis in queſtion,” an 
t; regards onely the time poſterior, and 
incipally 'the Opinions: of rhe Ortental 
at 'preſent, becauſe Monficur Claw1e 
{ extended thithcr the -ditference of: the 


Ces, who examine:one!y. what is efen- 


and the true difficulty, I infiſt encly- on 
Suppoſition of the Book of the Perpetnty, 
Monficur Arneud: hath undertaxen 19: 
d, and I maintain, that he hath nat any 
Poſitive Proof, That in/the-Ninth and Teorh: 
' 4 ethe people did adorethe. Euchariſt. |: to | 
_"Wharl ſay, may be —_— verified 5; 
needs 'no more bar re ding, nd hr nenng: 
hall of the plices, where Nonticur Arnaud ſpeaes 
a0 of” Hdoration. 
Concerning the Greeks , he examines their 
Relief, during tho Seventh, eighth, ninth, and 
ent Ages, in-his Seventh Book ;. but.ot: all. 
that he allcdges of the two laſt Age: ». Which: 
ae in- queſtion 3 there is norhiag ttiar. can 


bi * ſetve' for his ſubjo@ bar. th: two exama'es, 


- which the Author of the Perpetuity had. been 
G 4 r@ 


_—— 
ws loatioriin Defetns,.. and had apdlied.y 
«Adoration of the Eucharift ; the one-isg 
| KAixchioritey/'calted Zueg and the other, 
Solitalryi*W oman in the: -Ulc of Paros., - 
ha ed in the precedent Reftoxion, j | 
theſe: paſſages, - which Monſieur Arnaudy 
quoted -in tb matter of the Real. Preſe 
were of no uſe to him; the former,,. Dec 
ipſtands upon the-unfaithful interpretatic 
the Groek- Text, the; word adoring y; bei 
foiſted/in;z the other; becaufe it conglud 
nothing-but by a' Conſequence drawnihy 
fieur «Arnaud ,' which 1s ſo: pirifyl ; an « 
mit ald our Chatc:2ze) do praGtiſe;,.a;per t 
Keception of the Sacrament , the. ;C«lf-ſane&dinar) 
thing-which was "done by thar Sqlizary WeWfor jts 
man: 1: 0 ©: Mrs; 
.-Astothe Latin:Church, . Monſieur by ns he E: 
exarfiines the Cen thereof, duxing . the ib 
of Paſchafuus,iitn his Eighth Book 3 ..buthe 53 
= Age watd, {air ighth Bogk 3. | yh 1 
of the Sticrainenit.-.iEhus you ſet; the Second Min the 
Swppdſirion vi the Book of, the Perpepwry,/ al- xn 
tdabther deſtitute of 1Noſitive, Pragfs.,,,Letw, 
now examine, whethex. the other Propoſition 
. of Monſicur Arnaud arc able te, {apply thix Gy 
defe@t- wo 
. Fhe Yecond (Pag- 74: | of the Tenth Book, | 


Chap.g. )- containsthe:diftintion: ibetween, Is 
terir ang Exterior Adoration, and the Qbſer: 
vation he maketh, that the latter; may he ex: 
rreamly diyerſified, ard that there; is not any 
Exmtevier hen that. 1s in its nature fixed to rhe 

J Sever eight 
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erties Adoration ; this Ceremony differing 
cording.to places and times 5 ſo that it can» 
& be concluded, as doth Monficur Claude; 
wat. if certain Extcrior marks of Adoration, 
h arg uſed in one Church, are not praiſed 
Jar other,: the «Adoration is not believed nor 
radifed in this Church. | 
* But this diſcourſe, whiek is very true, hath 
oching that conduceth to the Queſtion, I 
ant, that the Feaſt of the; Sacrament; the 
und of the Bell for advertizing the people 
p adore it, cjther at the Maſs, or when car- 
ied in. the Streets ;- the Solemn Proceſhon, 
pherein it is publickly adored with .extraor- 
linary pomp 3 the Confraternitics eſtabliſhed 
pr jts honor 3 the expoſal of it made on Al 
ars; are not marks abſolutely neceflary of 
the Exterior Aduration 3 a Church that pratti- 
ſeth none of all theſe Ceremonies, may adore 
he Sacrament, and uſe other tokens thereot. 
Yor hath Monficur Clayde ſaid the contrary, 
n the mannex Monficur «Arnaud hath repre- 
mted, for to cauſe great exclamations agalaft 
un He hath onely aſſerted, That if the An- 
tent. Church, or the Church of the time of 
w., had adored the Eucharift , ſhe 
would not. have failed (Pag. 402.) to do, at 
aft 45 ncar.as might be, the ſame things, which 
be Latin Church bath dine after the eftabliſh- 
t of the Tranſubſtaniiation. . And 1n another 
place (Fag.403.) he faith, That if the Anti- 
ents 'bad belicved what the Roman Church be» 
hepeth this Jay, they would bave done, at leaft, , 
4 coal | | 4 


. # ® 


by, C106) 

& part of what ſhe doth. And fo his 
poſition is not ſo general as M.Arnaujy 
A e-er ids with batt M 

To conſider things at the m.M.C 
| hath reaſon, and' M Arnaud concludeth 
thing : For, what ever it be elſe, it is act 
anſwer pertinently, to examine the leaft of 

jeRions of M. Claude, and to paſs by 
reſt without ſaying any thing ro'them.,- Anc 
this examen, it doth, not ſatisfle the'in 
of the Book of .the Perpetuity, to'go about 
ſhow, that the objeftion made ro.jt* is note 
ſiderable 3 he ought to have gone further, x 
proyed, what was alledged as matter of 
y the Author of that Treatiſe. 


. In ſhort, although M. Arnagd 'endeave 
to winde himfe!f, as much as he _ our of 


proof of the exteriour Adoration, feeing 
well that he cannot make it -out ; yet 

conſtrain'd to acknowledge, that the pec 
'ought to adore the Sacrament, not only will 


Imxeriour Adoration, . but alſo an Exteriou 


by fome ation of outward reſpeR. (in t 
Tenth Book, Chr. 9. pa. 76.) and by ſome « 
ward aftions of Adoration, whatever they! 
(ibid, p-. 78-) And, without theſe vifible 


external marks of Worſhip, given to the $ 


cg nchr, how could the propoſition of t 
Book of the Perpetwry be maintained ? Hi 


could the people Jook upon one another, cithe 
as Impious, or as Idolaters 2 How could t 
Novelty of this Bclicf and. religious reſp 


have made a Noiſe, and cauſed a owes 
ken y 


=__ 8-1 
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ambnſon,; if this \V orſhip, which would; 
becy: the "cauſe of all the. ſcandal, had 
becw 1 texiour, if the Adoration had- one 
= Breaſt, and if in. the outward 
there had. been no.diffcrenee 2 
2 thaty;. it beg certaigy that this Adorats' 
gh alwayes 10 have had-exteriour marks;, 
maud wes not to content, bimſelt to-ſhow, 
, Which M. Claude oppoſeth ro him, 
be parated from, it, and that it was lue- 
- therg- were others s, bur: he oughtite. 
- 5g which were thoſe other marks; 
xv. d; thas they had-becy obſerv'd inthe 
| haficw, and. inthe pext followi 
e2 But thishe bath nat thought upon ; A 
he ſhould: think on.t hexeatter, I dare ſay, 
he would not be able to:giyc us any one podi- 
re pxoof.of the Exterioux Adoration of the 
xamenty, in thoſe two. Ages, Icaving him. the 
"0PSchoice' of all the rokens, þy, which be. ſhall ene: 
--o to Make us acknowledge this Adoggs. 


1 But as i is'very able 2d very dextrous, he 

hk > Ton to; ſee. the weakneſs of: thef© 

poſktions I have been:examjning, thati 

rn ſs of the poſnive pxogfs: of: the 

15 : vhereforc, tar his laſt and prigs 

| yprwat, he maketh canſequences his re» 

| whon.he faith. ( the ſame Chap, p, 73. } 

1008 The: Adoration iis rcally inclaſed in, the Beligf of 

"tht Rea Rreſpnce., and nbſolutely inſeparable 

u 3ſo;that, having proyed, the Conſens: of 

te Corietiey. of the Loft, 19, the Notiring __ 
4 


go. þ 
Rezl preſence, we'bave proved their Conſt 
thr. Uoraoten. Mean Hſe ſo ke ſaith {@ 
pages after, viz. p.'78.) M. Claude, by an 
credible ſubverſion of ſs and common [c 
by committing in one and the ſame ſubjeR a 
Fs that can be celumitted in i ,' ad'the (6 


1c 


co» 
x 
s 
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time that 'be will-notiacknowledge,. that the Dillfe hu 
7 ces the Red ipreſence canmy \br- ſeWhan 


om 'the interiour" Adoration, ' ant from | 
kind of exterior worſhip, and thas be pretculiiih 
#bat' fincs Paſchaſias wnto Algery'tbit i, þ 
N2ar 13500 years; the: Real Prejence "bath | 
believed without adoring Feſus Chrift 5n-the | 
charift, u not way at the ſame tinih to dr 


cetravagant ' cone s from - theſe ' pariticul 
Wwajts of Adoration, Zi are x con 
conſequences of the-DoRrino of the Reul Preſenc 
nor of the Adoration, to the end that be may 
by the defelt-of theſe: Prafliſes among cevtain 
ple, that they did notbdore Chrift 4 8bo Euci 
Is 14199! VULGL GG) | 
Behold, Sir, a terrible Cenſure, and a fierc 
accuſation againſt honeſt'M.' Claude. - Yet | 
think not, that he will ind any" great dib 
ficulty in treeing' himſelf from tty/and whar he 
is accuſed of, is {o taſic to be 'Overthrawn 
that 'tis matter'of wonder, how 'Mr;'«A 
came to be ſo prejudiced againſt his Advey 
ſary, that he did not/ perceive his own delu 
fron, and the diftemper of his: Gall: -If 1 
man would proceed againſt him! with the 
- fame ſtile, would there not be'more reaſot 
_ to' accuſe him for drawing extravagant ay 
Ut, | oth 


wy 
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& palhediney particular wayes obſcrved! 
 eelebration of the _ Euchariſt, as 'of / 
iving it. on the knees, or :of ſaying a 
fe out of the Song of Simeon after the. 
5 jo; which he objeRs'to us as in- 
xcible- proofs of the Ajoecticn's 3 although: 
_— only no inſeparable marks there- . 
:but-beſides ſo indifferent -things, that Pro 

” themſelves do , obſerve them 2: 

Mz; Claude hath; all on his fide; 
Y-reaſoncth - -very well, when, he proves, ! 
at'the Sacrament hath not .been adored, 

4 time when , nothing was faid, nor done'ot 
is faid, and. done now about this matter. 

| this note remains inviolable, until Mr, 

# ſhall. deſtroy it by a,-prodf of con- 
"i 20jous, or by alledging other Ceremo+ 

than thoſe, which are at this day in uſe 
| ic is that he hath not- done, nor will be: 
ble to-do. So that L ſee nor, what cauſe he 
{to make ſo much noiſe. Nor is there 
cauſe for the ground of Mr. Arnauds 
poſition 3 and 1 do maintain, that if 

e 'be an incredible ſubverſion of reaſon 
common ſenſe , it is to be” met within 
ax the diſcourſe-of M. Arnaud rather, than in. 

lf -of M. Claude. 

And indeed the Propoſition of M. Ar- 
neud is falſe » both in its principle and cen- 
© 3 he layes an ill foundation, and tf 1t 
mere certain, the concluſion, he draws from 
z 15 not warrantable. Thus may be re- 
hel -to 0 hum what he ſo liberally beitows 08 
M. Claude, 


M- Claude, by ſaying with more Tuſtics; 
he hath rig bath env) ory | 
and the ſame ſubje® 211 the foults thw\ 
be tommmited 31-68. 49 340 
- Firſt, Ir is it "trite, That the 
really included m the Belief of the Real } 
ſenve, and altogether Tnſepar#ble  therofr om. 
which we necd no other probt bat the pri 
& the Lutherans,' who do: very well ſept 
thefe two Beliefs, ahd believe the Red!: 
ſence, withour: adoring neither "the Back 
not Feſws Chrift, incloſed in this Sacrament, 
But. bceauſe 'ir may be gnſwer 4; that 
Lutherans .do what they-do beeiuſe 
lieve not the Tranſubſtantiation #5 you, 
do fear, leaft they ſhould adore thE' ſubſi 
of the Bread together with the Body'of Cl 
I fay ſecondly, two things Firſt; that thers 
* mack danger to Adore the Accttients, 
remain according to- you, as the SubRance 
the'Bread, which remains according '* to ib 
and rhas- therefore this confideration ſhi 
6blige © you to "ſeparate the | Adorat 
from the Belief of the Real Preſents. - Sect 
Iy, ther all the! neteflary conſeqiences of 
_ 6þinton have nor alwayes their <ftR; as 


w” 


1 


Claude had noted p. 421 , who hd all 


fone exartples- of It; to which ME. Hwa 
would not rake the pains ro anfwet.However 
de, there are great reaſons, in my opinion, 
to Adore the” Sactaitient -as you d&, Mito 
the Corporal preſ-nce be believed; and tit 
arcthe reaſons; which I hope I fhallfiave- 6 
portul 


(arr) 
1 day to ſhew you ( in another 
=> e like, which might oblige Paſs 
Followers not to A this 
jon Pe” the Publick Service of .the 
" hz fo far is it from being' a neceſſary 
nl 1 pk ce to adore Feſu Chriſt on the Ale 
On. » Lykvaivg the Accidents ot Bread, that 
þ contrary, in this conjundture, *ris a ne» 
wy ſequele of the Soverain veneration we 
ed we him, not to Adore him there, leaſt we 
| fall _ into the fin-of Adoring the Crea- 
e in ficad of the Creator, or at lealt joint- * 
hey WF Belides, *tis not rac, that M.Arvaud bath 
52, ily Conſent aÞ the Societies of the Eafty 
1b "Belacf of the Real Preſence , in the Ninth 
'Cliifad Tenth Age, as I have ſhow?d above,and by 
her ſequence *tis nor true, that he hath proved 
| be ſent in the Adoration. So that there 
nce Wl pier poſitive nor conſequentia] proot of 
5 tithe chicf matter in controverſie betwixt him 
| {M. Claude : And by the Examen of theſe 
propoſitions, you ſee, Sir, that the Se- 
d ſuppoſition ot the Book of the Perpetwityy 
grounded upon the Adoration of the Euchas 
þ os which he laid the greateſt ſtreſs, hath 
been better defended than the Firft ; And 
To. we muſt not wonder, that this Work 
y | had that effe& amongſt us, which he 
1, if expetted from it, becauſe that, beſides the cx- 
8 trancous and acceſiary reaſons, I have obſer- 
| eel ved in iy four firſt Reflexions 3 I have made 
eo hats that he bath not at all proved the pre- 
runit tended 
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"W itmpo| ality of thar Chis 
= chafiu ; and thatt Ft 
 Firions of the Book of the Perpetuy, « 

_ that itipoſhbility , was grounded,” are Sh 
fitions in the Air, Chitnerical, without 
and Reaſon. 

Thus you ſee, Sir, in generalg what arg 
thoughts - concerning the Book. of Mo 
cArnizud, and the Reaſons, which , 
Judgment, have kept it fron findin "tha 
plauſe and ſucceſs, which many expetted it 
it, It chay be} you wilt not” be'of my init 
However, you have required, I ſhould} 
you. without complaczncy , what 1 betien 
of it. I have done it with a deſign; ny 
plezſe you, notwithſtanding the” rroubleſ 
interruptions I have from tlic unhappy $ 
of Law, which have detained me in this To 
fe two years, remote from my Houſe,” 
| from my Books. And this conſideration inay 
Excuſe the faults of a Tra& TI have made 
haſte, and among fo many Diftra&ions. It 
not pretend to m:ddle in fo famous a Co 
wverſte, as this is, between two ſuch Llluftri 
Champions 5 alchough I could'not” be accuſe 
of temerity, if I did , fince the' Cauſe 
common, and that oth:rs have ſometimes vt: 
peared in the ficld, - without being called toi 
Yet, Str, if any one ſhould go about to quit 
rel with me,dor it , you will' not rake- it F 
miſs,” thar [ make you the cauſe thereof, 
call upoh you for-my warrant, to ſhew rot 


Republick, that your cominand alone did cauſe 
my 


y 


vuld not refuſe * 
tot df your TN 
= ſelf, that . joe 
Ye Sr 0s comylain 
I, as.to Mohr A, Sauk 
is ind} T $4 ham, ro combat; With, « ” 
ethe gh. xlides that, 1 loo% not” at”; 
nit ſion him 5 this*” Dif-ourfs: Was 
x.thiar purpoſe 2, An if 1 actuſe 
els .in'his Feaſdhinigs ant proot3; 
y, that kid is ohh the fauift 
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MOULA: erp s the Be ief* of ths 'R2al PA 
An id, ne} Paphyicar by yt: 
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W's Us ReulT a ty on further, 
q at the Fa ther "hall betieve 
Kpl Ke and” the Adv arion of 6 
A d this j83 "meer Varadat. This 
© fahie Ne E Jap? urdertst [- 6 .etend, Mith 
n gui ro copeihae hifaſelf within 
TER jp MH11e' ro he iris" - 
©). RN. wanted” neither dextetir 
\ hear. 3 5 f Shar h wanred”' 0 
IS ree21y h="form | "whith'vts 
fox it... ny im A atbre not vinwi; fig 
dl re I mecir ind hit gear parts 3 
I aq a ; about this 'warre*, is,” Tit 
fore. Af þATELEC con: '4, be 4F2 
tath afinded a v5 I ow Choke wth 
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.». As to. Monſieur Claude, I believe 
cou ſe, It was not made for his defence; 
ſhould be. preſumptuous , if T thavight? 
need:d. a ſecond ; ani it I ſhpuld offer 
ſo weak an-one,} in "caſe - he needed "any. 
work, which hath made ſoth a noifc 
bath charmed his Friends, aſtoniſhed 
Adyerſaries, which ttath expreifecl” El 
tram the meſt paſſjonare*perſpns for your 
ligion, maketh, us hope for another, 
ſhall accompliſh his Trim h,” and' xfurt 
him the Vittory, which Monfitur" Ar 
hath gone abeut ro diſpute with *hith, ti 
by. Number thai Valor, " ati} rather by 
Biyneſs, than the. Reaſons of his Book. 
ther do I attempr,any thing uponhis righ 
leave him ill all the paxticalars* to he cx 
ned; I enter even bur a little upon the el 
nal conſiderations, neither do I'ſpeatroft 
tarthec,, than T was obliged ro anfwer tt 
fign of this Diſcourſe. Certainly we fol 
very different. ways, and as'we haye no 
merce together, and that he*wilt not ſee 
DPiſcourſe before. it” js pate; nor 
bur rhen, I believe not; that we 'do mt 
the ſame path... I do nor prerehd to fi 
his Layrels, and as my whole end” hath 1 
onely to ſatisfie_you, I rhere ſtop the 
{pcce>fs of this Diſcourſe, whetefh' I hav! 


£ 'oncly the Right of ;Nations, arid the Lib 
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that he will be, offended art; this finall | 
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wed -in the Republick of Letters, to 
a ones minde of the work of another. 
But it is time to make an end of this Traf, 
ich is too long already, and much longer, 
1 purpoſed to make itar the beginning, I 
xeno more to add to it, but onely this re 
eſt, that you would continue to love me z 
ſh it with all my heart 3 you are good and: 
perous, and therefore I promiſe ro my ſelf 
t favor , ' notwithſtanding the Diſputes of* 
and Gerovs, ſince in the hopes, that we 
meet one day in Heaven in the ſame 
ade, and the ſame felicity, I am on Earth as 
a L asI can be 


'SIR, 
PARTS, ' 
= Your very humble | 
© wi and very obedient Servant 


VIGIER, 


- FINIS. 


